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- FOREWORD -

Classified material has been removed in order to make the information
available on an unclassified, open publication basis, to any interested
parties. The effort to declassify this report has been accomplished
specifically to support the Department of Defense Nuclear Test Personnel
Review (NTPR) Program. The objective is to facilitate studies of the low
levels of radiation received by some individuals during the atmospheric
nuclear test program by making as much information as possible available to
all interested parties,

The material which has been deleted is either currently classified as
Restricted Data or Pormerly Restricted Data under the provisions of the Atomic
Energy Act of 1954 (as amended), or is National Security Information, or has
been determined to be critical military information which could reveal system
or equipment vulnerabilities and is, therefore, not appropriate for open
publication,

The Defense Nuclear Agency (DNA) believes that though all classified -
material has been deleted, the report accurately portrays the contents of the
original. DNA also believes that the deleted material is of little or no
significance to studies into the amounts, or types, of radiation received by
any individuals during the atmospheric nuclear test program,
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ABSTRACT

The general objectives were: (1) to measure the complex gamma field at a number of positions
within 10,000 yards of each of the two underwater nuclear detonations (Wahoo and Umbrella),
(2) to collect limited samples of airborne debris resulting from these detonations, and (3) to
expose a number of test panels to this same debris.

The total gamma field was measured by means of about 20 gamma-intensity-time recarders
installed on floating platforms located within a radius of 10,000 yards from surface zero. Sam-
ples of radioactive matertal deposited from the cloud were obtained by incremental collectors
associated with the basic gamma-intensity-time recorders. Surface water activity was meas-
ured, and certain physicochemical parameters of the radioactive cloud were measured to cal-
culate the free-field dose rates from the records obtained. Similar instruments supplemented
by National Bureau of Standards film packs were used to determine gamma fields and total
doses at various positions aboard three destroyers and a Liberty ship located within the area
covered by the {loating platforms. A comparison between shipboard fields and the local free-
{ield is thus possible.

During both Wahoo and Umbrella, nearly all of the total gamma dose occurred within 25
minutes after zero time and was due to the passage of airborne radioactive material. The
gamma-dose-rate records show pronounced and characteristic differences in the transtting
gamma fields resulting from each of the two detonations. Gamma doses in excess of 100 r
occurred within the first 15 minutes at downwind distances less than 16,000 feet {rom Wahoo
and 14,000 feet from Umbrella. In both instances the residual field due to deposited radioactive
material was relatively insignificant, although radiocactive foam may represent a radiological
hazard.
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Chapter 1

INTRODUCTION

Development of antisubmarine nuclear weapons by the Armed Forces has generated a need for
more precise information on radiation fields resulting from underwater nuclear detonations.
Prior to Operation Hardtack, several logical field configurations could be postulated, a {act
that resulted {n a wide variation of predicted conditions. These fields were defined by a com-
bination of direct radiation originating in the device itself and of indirect radiation principally
determined by local meteorology and the dynamics of the radioactive cloud or clouds formed.
(Words frequently used in a special sense are defined in Appendix F.) Although the cloud con-
tribution could he modified at specific locations by upwelling of contaminated water, etc., its
manifold effect on the total radiation fleld was considered controlling and was divided into radia-
tion from (1) the cloud and column, (2) the base surge, and (3) fallout resulting from either.
Published speculations on the relative importance of base surge (References 1 and 2) as a con-
tributing element showed extremely wide latitude in interpreting existing data. i

The desirable standoff distance for a surface vessel delivering a nuclear weapon to its in-
tended underwater target 1s determined, however, not only by the radiation field but also by
the magnitude of underwater shock. Current estimates (References 2 and 3), based on the
assumption that the radiation field was the controlling factor, specified safe delivery distances
so large as to place severe performance requirements on existing sonar equipment. Difficulties
in interpretation were further emphasized by an operations analysis {Reference 4) of the pru-
posed underwater detonations made before Operation Hardtack which, on the basis of the pre-

dicted radiation field, indicated a minimum safe delivery distance, Erom Shot Wahoo
detonated at 500 feet {n deep water) but which, on the basis of maximum permissible
underwater shock, indicated a minimum safe delivery distance for Shot Umbrella

Hdetonated at 175 feet on the bottom).

This operations analysis suffered from uncertainty in the no-wind and downwind base surge
dimensions, from geometric simplification of cloud shapes required for mathematical treat-
ment, and from the assumption that an average photon energy truly represented the
composite radiant energy. Better definition of the military impitcations of radiation fielcs rela-
tive to underwater shock obviously required more empirical data. Therefore, the project’s
objectives were designed to supply information needed for a precise description of the radio-~
logical environment resulting from the two underwater detonations scheduled for Operation
Hardtack.

1.1 OBJECTIVES

The general objectives were: (1} to measure the complex gamma field at a number of posi-

tions within 10,000 yards of each of the two underwater nuclear detonations (Wahoo and Umbrellal,

{(2) to collect limited samples of airborne debris resuiting from these detonations, and (3) to ex-
pose a number of test panels to this same debris.

23

SN



Specifically, the total gamma dose rate as a function of time was to be determined at 21
floating stations in a manner that would permit resolution into an initial dose occurring during
the first minute after detonation, a free-field (Appendix F) dose rate resulting from the com-
posite cloud only, and a residual dose rate due to radioactive material deposited from the cloud
in transit. Since heavy deposits of radicactive material on the gamma detector itself —or up-
welling of highly contaminated water around the floating platform carrying the detector — could
have masked the free-field dose, additional instrumentation was installed at specific locations
indicated by a theoretical analysis of the situation. The basic time-based gamma measurements
were to be augmented by cloud-movement data obtained from photographs and by total dose data
obtained from film packs mounted in fixed and free-flcating stations.

The gamma fields due to airborne radioactive material only were to be correlated with the
gamma flelds measured aboard three destroyers (DD’s) and one Liberty ship (EC-2) in the pro-
posed target array. The data could then be used in conjunction with current theories of aerial
transport in the determination of optimum conditions for antisubmarine warfare (ASW) delivery
by a destroyer. Such an operations analysis was, however, specifically not an objective of the
project.

Samples of airborne debris were to be collected aboard the three destroyers to provide addi-
tional information on the nature of both base surge and fallout. This information was needed
for interpretation of contamination ingress studies and for development of better fallout simu-
lants for underwater detonations. Also, test panels were to be exposed for use in later com-
parative decontamination studies of actual and simulated contaminants. Measurements obtained
from the fallout collections and test panels are reported here only to the extent that they influence
the basic gamma field determinations made by the project.

1.2 BACKGROUND

Shot Baker of Operation Crossroads and the single shot of Operation Wigwam represent the .
only underwater detonations of nuclear devices prior to Operation Hardtack.

Although the gamma dose and dose rates had been predicted for shallow underwater detona-
tions by means of current scaling theories (References 11 and 12), high-explosive (HE) data
(Reference 13), and photographic evidence (Reference 14), these predictions had to rely heavily
on data from underground detonations (References 15, 16, and 17) and could therefore be in
error by as much as two orders of magnitude. Although the paucity of underwater information
justified this use of underground data, correspondence between the two types of detonations was
not established, and speculations on the mechanism of formation and dispersion of radioactive
material suggested substantial differences.

Specifically, the formation of fallout particles in underwater bursts by solution of fission
products in liquid spheres condensed from the vaporized device casing (Reference 18) was
thought to be analogous to airbursts rather than underground bursts. The greater ambient
pressure might cause condensation to commence at earlier times; thus, an underwater burst
could produce particle sizes slightly larger than those for an airburst (Reference 19), their
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exact median size being a function of depth. However, due to the lower concentrations of va-
porized material, the final particle size in either case was expected to be significantly smaller
than those typical of the underground case. The gamma field resulting from the dispersion of
such particles by meteorological processes was expected to differ significantly {n the area of
interest, because the mass subsidence of large amounts of water was expected to confine the
total event to a much smaller area than that normally expected from an underground burst.
The initial dose for an underwater shot could also be significantly altered both by shielding
effects of the water itself and by the absence of nitrogen, thus preventing the high-energy gam-
ma emission (average 6.5 Mev, Reference 20) due to the (n,y) reaction on N*. Gamma fields
associated with the radiating cloud could be {urther altered by differences in gamma spectrum
due to the presence or absence of specific induced radionuclides.

The similarity between underground and underwater bursts, therefore, appeared tenuous at
best; and while it was recognized that HE models might effectively simulate the dynamics of
clouds resulting from underwater nuclear detonations, insufficient data then existed for the
calculation of the associated gamma fields. Although the peak dose rates during transit for
Crossroads and Wigwam compare favorably (see Appendix E), the authors concluded that pre-
cise documentation of the total gamma environment resulting from the underwater detoration
of a nuclear device was definitely required.

1.3 THEORY

The project proposed measurement of the gamma fields at 21 locations, selected after con-
sideration of the best available information (References 21 through 25), to obtain data from
three substantially different areas of the total event, viz, base surge without fallout, combina-
tion of base surge and fallout, and fallout only. For convenience, these locations were given
nominal position designators stated in terms of the probable wind direction (References 26 and
27) as indicated in Table 1.1 and Figure 1.1. These nominal positions, which indicate the orig-
inally intended location of a station, are used throughout this chapter. The original nominal
positions are changed at the beginning of Chapter 2 (Table 2.1) to reflect changes in intended
position necessitated by operational conditions in the field. This second set of nominal position
designators is used throughout the remainder of the report.

At each location, a number of detecting and collecting instruments were placed on specially
designed floating platforms, termed “coracles” to distinguish them from skiffs previously used
as deep-anchored stations (Figures 1.2 and 1.3). The coracles were circular, to facilitate in-
terpretation of instrument responses, and were held to the smallest practical diameter to mini-
mize corrections to the free-field dose rate due to deposited activity (actual dimensions are
given in Figure A.1}). They were also designed (1) to minimize wash over the deck, (2) to with-
stand overpressures of 2,000 psi, and (3) to reduce a shock of 200 g delivered to the coracle
hull to 5 g delivered to instruments mounted in an internal instrument well. A fully instrumented
coracle weighed approximately 1,700 pounds and drew 14 inches of water.

‘The use of shielded detectors to eliminate contributions from deposited activity was consid-
ered as a means of obtaining free-field measurements, but the interpretation of the record
from single shielded detectors appeared difficult. Previous measurements of the directional
characteristics of nonhomogeneous gamma fields (References 28 and 29) had indicated that the
greatest directional contribution could be expected in that direction which transected the great-
est thickness of the radioactive cloud. The principal component of the compiex gamma field at
most times and at most stations was therefore expected to be nearly horizontal. Although di-
rectional shielding has been attempted (References 30 and 31), the interpretation of records
from shielded detectors mounted on the rolling platform afforded by a coracle would involve
considerably more instrumentation than that allowed by funds then available to the project.
Therefore, unshielded gamma detectors were employed.

When using unshielded detectors (Figure 1.4), the project had to consider the possibility that
deposits of radioactive material on the coracle decks and the detector casing itself might be
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TABLE i.1 DEPTHS AND BOTTOM SLOPES AT PROPOSED STATIONS
For d.agram of proposed array, see Figure 1.1,
WAHOO UMBRELLA
Position * Approximate Depth BST:‘::I Position * Approximate Depth B:;;c;r:
fathoms ft deg fathoms ft deg

U2 400 2,400 22 U0 20 120 0
U 4.0 360 2,200 23 U 3.0 20 120 0
U 4.8 310 1,900 23 U 4.0 20 120 0
CL 4.0 620 3,700 6 CL 3.0 16 100 0
CL 4.8 640 3,800 6 CL 4.0 16 100 0
DL 7.2 710 4,300 10 DL 8.5 18 110 0
DL 12.0 810 4,900 3 DL 13.0 130 780 31
DL 19.2 860 5,200 3 DL 19.0 520 3,100 12
D 4.8 650 3,900 10 D 4.5 18 110 0
D 8.0 730 4,400 10 D115 18 110 0
D 14.4 850 5,100 3 D 14.5 140 840 27
D 24.0 900 5,400 2 D 22.0 5§10 3,100 12
DR 4.8 620 3,700 10 DR 4.5 18 110 0
DR 5.0 , 700 4,200 10 DR 7.5 18 110 Q
DRR 14.4 820 4,900 3 DR 12.0 18 110 0
DR 24.9 920 5,500 2 DR 22.0 330 2,000 18
DRER 7.2 650 3,800 10 DRR 6.5 18 110 0
DRR 12.0 740 4,400 10 DRR 11.0 18 110 0
CR 1.0 400 2,400 19 CR 3.0 16 100 0
Cr 4.8 380 2,300 20 CR 4.0 16 100 0

€0 340 2,000 20 CR 5.5 16 100 0

* Positions are given relative to surface zero.

surface wind from 068° T, viz:
looking in the direction the wind is blowing, D = downwind; DL and DR = 15° to the left or right of
downw:ind; DRR = 30° to the right of downwind. Distances to surface zero are expressed in thousands

of feet.
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Directioas are stated with reference to a predicted
U = upwind; CL and CR = crosswind to the left and right respectively



TRUE NORTH

11°20°

DIRECTION

DISTANCE , 103 FEET

UPWIND
CRS'W (L)
CRS'W (R)
DWN

DWN (15°L)
DWN (15*R)
DWN (30°R)

WAKOO UMBRELLA
32,4,48 2,3,4
40,48 3,4
4,486 3,455
48,8,144,24 45,75 145 22
72,12,192 6.5,13,19
48,8,144, 24 45 75,12,22
1.2,12 6.5,11

® UMBRELLA (CORACLES)

A WAHOO (CORACLES)

@or & UNDERWATER GITR

E HIGH-RANGE GITR

O FFP (UMBRELLA)

® FFP (waMOO) .

16210’
0 8000

Scale (Feer)

Figure 1.1 Originally intended array of coracles and floating film packs (FFP).
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large enough to alter the free-field measurements significantly. Such heavy deposition contrib-
uting up to 50 percent of the recorded dose rate had, for instance, been experienced on Opera-
tions Castle and Redwing (References 32 and 33). During Operation Hardtack, the proximity of
some proposed stations to surface zero placed the gamma-intensity-time recorders (GITR)—
developed by the Naval Radiological Defense Laboratory (NRDL)—in areas where large amounts
of erupted water with presumably high scavenging efficiency could be expected. The radiocactive
material remaining on coracle and detector surfaces might therefore be sufficient to represent
a significant contribution to the gross gamma record; thus, some approximate means of cor-
recting for such deposition appeared necessary.

Consequently, the GITR’s were used in conjunction with an incremental collector (IC) capable
of collecting radioactive material deposited at the detector for short increments of time during
transit of the radiating cloud. These collections were to be counted after coracle recovery,
corrected for decay, and applied to the gross gamma record, using conversion factors for
detector response to known concentrations of deposited activity (Section C.5).

Other possible sources of radiation such as deposited radioactive material suspended in the
water surrounding the coracle or the upwelling of water directly contaminated by the detonation
were also examined and considered to be of secondary importance in comparison to deposits on
coracle surfaces (Section 1.3.1). Although later experience in the field demonstrated that such
corrections were unnecessary, the relative insignificance of deposited activity is in itself of
particular importance.

An alternative method of deducing the free-field gamma intensity 1, was also available.
This method was first employed on Operation Redwing data (Reference 34) and is based on the
assumption that the rate of deposition is a function of the concentration of fallout in the air im-
mediately over the point of deposition. Thus,

IA = K, S(t) =12 .
where S(t) is the concentration of fallout per unit volume of air, K, is a constant of proportion-
ality for instrument response to a radiating cloud, and t represents time. The rate of deposi-

tion dD/dt is therefore defined by

d
F = ks

where K, is a constant of proportionality describing deposition from the cloud.
The response ID due to the deposited material is necessarily some function of the amount
of deposited material D(t}). Thus,
Ip = Ky D(t) t~12

where K; is a constant of proportionality for instrument response to a deposited field. The
gross radiation intensity IG is therefore

Ig = K S(t)t™!? &+ Ky, D(t) t™12

This equation is solved for §(t) in terms of Is, yielding the expression:

t
S(t) = e‘&tf F(t) eKetat
ty

KKy
where = i
K, K,
and
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This equation offered a possible check on the empirical free-field determination by elect.
analog, provided that dlg/dt could be properly described by an arbitrary function genera
Otherwise a simplified version of the expression for §(t) could be solved by graphic iter:
as demonstrated in Reference 34. The analog solution requires the determination of the

ous constants of proportionality K;, K,, and K, and a precise knowledge of decay at earl
times. Although values for K; and K; can be easily determined and it might be possible
estimate K, by a statistical analysis of the incremental collections, complete informatio
cerning early decay is required before an actual analog solution can be attempted. In fac
both methods of correcting for deposited activity are necessarily dependent upon an accur
knowledge of early decay. Unfortunately, the project was unable to include a detailed stu
early decay among its objectives because of lack of both funds and personnel.

1.3.1 Components of the Radiation Field. Proper interpretation of the gross gamma :
depends upon the evaluation of the various sources of radiation outlined in the previous st
Considering first only sources resulting from deposition during passage of airborne radic
material over the coracle, it is obvious that such sources do not exist until the station ha
engulfed by the radiating cloud. These deposited sources increase in relative importance
long as the station remains within the cloud, finally becoming the principal source of rad
after transit. Possible gamma radiation resulting from the upwelling of radicactive wate
rectly contaminated by the nuclear detonation is considered as a separate case later in th
section. The gross gamma record is therefore separated into radiation received from tt
itself, from deposits on the coracle decks, and {rom deposited material suspended in the
rounding water.

The relative magnitudes of these contributing components are estimated using the gen
expression (Reference 35) |

~Tux dA
dl = I, B(E,, Zux) e “HX
L ( 0y «H 4"(zx)2

where dlI is incident radiation intensity from a source of intensity L, and area dA at a di
x, B(E,, Tux) is the buildup factor which {s a function of radiant energy E; and the su
the mean free paths Zux , and e~ ZHX {5 the attenuation factor also dependent on the nu
of mean {ree paths involved. The gross gamma intensity I is expressed as the summat
the radiation intensities from the cloud 14 from material deposited on the deck and the i
ment case Ip and from fallout suspended in the surrounding water Iy .

The cloud intensity I, is determined by integrating over a hemisphere with the detect
its center and adding the contribution from a radiating slab whose thickness is equivalent
detector distance above the water surface (see Section A.l for dimensions). Allowing the
and the hemisphere to extend to infinity, the integrated expression simplifies to

Jalt) —~paZ z
I, = (4K E—A- {Z-e HA -+ %A—f [—Ei(—uAZ)]}

where K is 2 constant approximating the buildup factor in an expression of the form (1+K
Ja(t) is the source intensity for a unit volume of cloud, u A is the linear attenuation coef
for air, and z is the thickness of the slab. U?* fission data (Reference 36) indicates tha
average gamma photon energy over the period of interest probably lies between 1.2 and 0
thus, a weighted average for linear attenuation coefficients and buildup factors can be det
mined {rom standard references (References 37 and 38). Using the values tabulated in &
A.1, the expression for the cloud intensity was evaluated at

i



1.76 x 104 J4(t)

Radiation {rom the deposited material Ipy is determined by subdividing it into two compo-
nents, viz, that due to deposits on the coracle decks Ijq , and that due to deposits on the de-
tector case I4. ; thus,

Ip = lad + Ly

Neglecting decay for the moment, the radiation intensity due to both deposited sources increases
at a rate primarily determined by the terminal falling velocity V., of the fallout material. Under
the worst conditions, the radiation intensity due to material deposited on the detector case
(which is a domed cylinder, see Figure 1.4) may be approximated by assuming a uniform deposi-
tion on a spherical shell surrounding the sensitive volume; thus,

Lje = Jplt) = Ja(t) Vp(t-t)

where Jp(t) is the radiation intensity deposited per unit area and (t — t) is the time elapsed
since the arrival of fallout. This approximation probably overestimates 14, by a factor rang-
ing between 1 and 2, since only the upper hemisphere is equivalent to the actual detector case,
and the shorter radial distance and normal photon incidence over the lower hemisphere prob-
ably overcompensates for the increased surface area of the cylinder. The radiation intensity
due to the deck deposit was calculated from an expression developed in Reference 39 for a point
above a smooth, uniformly contaminated plane:

In(t) -
Iy = _3(— {[-Ei (= uax%)] +Ke “Ax"}

where x, is the slant range between the sensitive volume and the edge of a nonradiating disk
whose center {s a distance h below the sensitive volume. With a deck radius of 3.7 {eet, this
expression was evaluated at

lad = 0.55Jp(t) = 0.55 Ju(t) Vp (t=tg)

As might be expected from its proximity to the sensitive volume, the deposition on the in-
strument case itself causes a greater instrument response than deposition on the coracle deck.
Therefore, it appears more important to reduce deposition on the detector case than to shield
the detector from the deck deposits. The total radiation due to deposited activity is:

ID = 1.55 JD(t) = 1.55 JA(t) Vp (t—to)

The radiation Iyy resulting from fallout material deposited in the surrounding water is esti-
mated on the basis of Redwing data (Reference 40). For water surface bursts, the general
behavior of that portion of fallout remaining near the ocean surface may be approximated by
certain simple parameters. Assuming that these parameters also apply to subsurface detona-
tions and assuming further that all fallout material remains in the surface laver, the maximum
concentration of suspended fallout Jw(t) is approximated as follows:

JAlt) Vp (t=ty)

Jw(t) = M

where M is the depth of surface mixing. Redwing data (Reference 33) indicates that fallout
reached a depth of 7 to 20 meters shortly after deposition in surface waters and, after cessa-
tion of fallout, settled to the thermocline at a rate of 2.6 m, hr. A value of 7 meters is there-
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fore selected for the depth of surface mixing. The radiation intensity at a point apove a. infiniie
slab of uniformly distributed activity is calculated from the following simplified express:oz,
which assumes that the buildup factors for the two media are the same:
Jwitlh
- w =
w 2 uwXo

{[I*K] e HA% _ HaXo (-Et(~ #Axo)]}

In order to estimate attenuation due to the coracle itself, the value for I, is separated into two
conmiponents, viz, that due to water beyond the intersection of a tangent to the coracle edge and
the water surface, and that transmitted through portions of the coracle itself. The effective Z
numbers calculated for various coracle materials by the method in Reference 41 are used to
compute an average linear attenuation coefficient (Section A.1). The expression for Iy using
these coefficients is:

Iy = 0.019 J5(1) Vp (t—to)

It was therefore apparent that, with the exception of upwelling radioactive water, the prin-
cipal {actors affecting the gross intensity I; are the radiation from deposited material Ip and
radiation from the cloud I, . The GITR, however, does not have a 4+ response (Figure 1.4).
The corrected expression for Ig determined by averaging instrument response over the solid
angle subtended by the deck is:

IG = 1.02 IA + 0.98 Ip + 0.98 Iy

The general expression {or Ig In which the relative contribution for all deposited sources is
represented by the sum of Ip and Iy is:

Ig = 1.8x10° Ja(t) + 1.54 J5(t) Vp (t—1ty)

To estimate the relative contribution from the radiating cloud, some expression must be
assumed for Ju(t). The mathematical complications of moving fields are avoided by assuming
an infinite stationary cloud, and motion is simulated by allowing the concentration of radicactive
material to change as a function of time. This approximation, of course, overestimates the
relative importance of the deposit dose rate during the simulated approach and underestimates
it during the latter phases of the simulated departure. Since the matter of primary interest is
the approximate maximum contribution due to deposited activity prior to and during the peak
dose rate, both these inaccuracies in the model can be tolerated. An analysis of previous gam-
ma dose rate histories (Reference 42) has indicated that the time to reach peak activity is ap-
proximately twice the time of arrival; thus, by assuming further that cessation occurs at eight
times the time of arrival, cloud movement is simulated by varying the concentration {actor
JA(t) as follows:

Jat) = KT [nj(t) + nj(t)]

where
np(t) = ;:°t° for ty <t = 3t,
and
ng(t) = [ _Eg‘g-‘-"-] for 3t, =<t = 8¢,
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In these expressions, k is a factor converting the number of disintegrations per radiating
particle into Mev,sec, np is the number of particles per unit volume of cloud, and t; is the
time of simulated arrival. A factor {or radioactive decay is also included in the expression
for JA(t) by assuming the t™!? approximation applies. These expressions also contain the
tacit assumptions that the average gamma energy per photon remains reasonably constant over
the period under consideration, and that the vertical dimension of the cloud is large enough to
neglect depletion of cloud activity through deposition, i.e., greater than {ive mean free paths,
or 2,300 {eet for 2 1-Mev gamma. Although the radiation due to the airborne material can be
estimated {rom the instanmtaneous value of JA(t) , the contribution from deposited material must
be integrated from the simulated nme of arrival. Thus,

t
Ip+ Iy = 1.5¢ k™M v, j ng(t) dt
Y

Although the concentration factor was determined by assuming certain arrival times, the use
of such words in conjunction with a stationary mode!l is misleading; therefore the term “cloud
slope” Cg is coined. This term refers to the rate of increase in the concentration factor
JA(t) , a characteristic which completely describes the particular situation; thus,

1

Cg = 2_t°'

Using terminal velocities of 0.3, 3.0, and 30 cm/sec, which bracket those most probable

for base surge (Table 1.2), the expected free-field intensity 15 is calculated for a number of
cloud slopes and expressed as a percentage of L5 . Values for cloud slopes typical of early

and late arrival times are presented in Figures 1.5 and 1.6, and the remainder of the calcula-
tions are tabulated in Section A.2. Both these curves and the tabulated data clearly demonstrate
the pronounced decrease in the relative response to free-field intensity as the terminal velocity
and, hence, the particle size increase. This situation becomes progressively worse for cloud
clopes characteristic of late arrival times corresponding to those experienced during Operations
Castle and Redwing. Since arrival of base surge at most of the proposed Hardtack stations was
predicted (Reference 22) prior to 3 minutes, it seemed probable that the cloud slopes greater
than 0.1 would be experienced at all project stations. .

Since the estimated relative intensity Iy dueto fallout suspended in the surface layer of the
ocean {s small, the most obvious means of improving detector response to the cloud radiation
is to reduce the contribution due to deposited material. Any fallout associated with the proposed
underwater detonations was expected to be in the form of liquid droplets; therefore, the most ef-
fective approach was to increase runoff from the detector case. In the event of high terminal
failing velocities (or large fallout droplets), most of the material deposited on the detector case
was expected to roll off to the deck, where its relative contribution would be reduced by a factor
of 3. Further improvements in detector response could have been accomplished by shielding;
however, about 500 pounds of lead would have been required to reduce the deck contribution to
1 percent, a weight that was obviously impractical for coracle application. The deck contribu-
tion could have been reduced to 50 percent by the addition of a 10-pound lead shield; however,
the same reduction could also have been accomplished without the risk of deposition on the shield
itself by raising the detector 1.7 feet above its present position. The simple deck mounting
shown in Figure 1.2 was finally seiected as the best compromise between experimental and op-
erational requirements.

In the hght of Wabhoo and Umbrella resuits, the deposited activity actually observed is charac-
teristic of that predicted for kigh cloud slopes and small individual droplet sizes; specifically,
the relative response follows the curve for V, = 0.3 cm/sec as shown in Figure 1.5. A similar
response could also have resulted from heavy deposition that immediately ran off the coracle
surfaces, and it appears that, depending upon station location, the observed low residual activity
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TABLE 1.2 FALLING VELOCITIES FOR LIQUID DROPLETS

Diameter Velocity of Velocity of mg of H,0

Description * Fall Fall per m? of
Drops **
of Drops dist. H,0)  (salt H,0) air *
“ cm./sec cm/sec _
Fog 10 0.3 0.3 6.0
' 20 1.2 1.2 -
80 19 19 -
Mist 100 27 27 55.5
Drizzle 200 72 173 92.6
300 117 119 -
400 162 164 -
Light rain 450 - - 139
500 208 209 -
800 247 250 -
- 800 327 331 -
Moderate rain 1,000 403 408 278
1,200 464 470 -
1,400 517 524 -
Heavy rain 1,500 - - 833
*Reference 43. **Reference 44.
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mas »sulted from either or both suggested causes. Thus, the gross gamma-intensity

rec - all cases be considered the free-field record without further correction. Presea-
tatic. detailed a theoretical treatment may therefore appear somewhat academic; however,
the approach as given is considered useful both (or interpreting the range of effects observed
during Operation Hardtack and for predicting the relative magnitude of various contrituting
components in future underwater detonations where larger amounts of deposited radioactive
material may logically be expected.

The radiation intensity due to the upwelling of contaminated water is treated in exactly the
same manner as that already presented for Iy, . Inthis case no mixing factor M is required.
The imensity Iy at the GITR detector, due to an infinitely large body of such contaminated
water, is computed to be:

IUW = 13.5 var(t)

If an equivalent source concentration is assumed for both the airborne and the waterborne mate-
rial, {.e., that Jg(t) = Jy(t), the intensity due to an infinite cloud i{s roughly a thousand times
that due to an infinite water source. Although significant contributions from such sources were
not considered likely, the intensities due to circular upwellings of various radii were calculated
as a percentage of the intensity from an infinite water source and are presented in Figure 1.7.

An inspection of this figure indicates that an upwelling 50 feet in radius would be nearly equiva-
lent to an infinite water source. The mathematical model employed implies an absolutely smooth
interface; therefore, the actual intensities couwld be reduced 20 percent or more by surface rough-
ness (Reference 45). The approximate intensities resulting from the movement of such circular
bodies of radicactive water past a coracle are presented in the following section.

1.3.2 Properties of Moving Fields. Although consideration of stationary radiation fields can
indicate the relative magnitudes of possible contributing sources, such models are of no use in
deducing cloud dynamics or transport mechanisms. The general solution for the passage of a
radiating cloud would be a powerful tool for the analysis of dose rate histories, but such a gen-
eral treatment rapidly runs into mathematical difficulties beyond the scope of this project. A
few simple cases are investigated, however, and are used later in this report for interpretation
of the GITR records.

The approach of an infinite rectangular radioactive cloud may be treated as a special case of
the intensity above an infinite radiating slap developed in Reference 39. The approximate ex-
pression for the radiation intensity Ia at a point on a nonradicactive plane and at distance x
from the forward boundary of such a rectangular cloud of radioactivity is:

Jalt) -
Lp = ﬁ:\— {(14-1() e MAY L ax [-Ei (- qu)]}

where J A(t) remains the source intensity per unit volume of cloud, A is the linear attenuation
coefficient for air, K is a constant approximating the buildup factor in an expression of the form
(1+K upx), and upx is the mean-free-path length in air for gamma rays of a stated energy.
Since radiation from sources approaching from a distance are to be considered, the errors in-
herent in the buildup approximation must be carefully inspected. Ignoring contributions {rom
scattered photons with ultimate energies less than 0.068 Mev, the linear buildup approximation
used {s good to within + 16 percent for a gamma source energy of 1 Mev up to distances of 10
mearn free paths. When the distance to the approaching cloud becomes zero, the intensity is
given by the expression:

JA(t)
Taplx—y = L = T (1-K
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where 1, is the radiation intensity at the point in question when the approaching radisactive
cloud reaches this point. If the cloud continues past the point a distance y , the intensity be-
comes:

Ja(t) J,(t) _
A A HAY
Wp = 75, R 3T {wA [- El (= uy9)] + (14K (1_e A )}

T +

and

| IRG)
(Idp)y—.-e =Ip = m‘ (1+K

where I is the radiation intensity at the center of an infinite hemisphere of radioactive cloud.

To simulate actual conditions, however, clouds of finite thickness must be considered. The
difference between values obtained for two infinite rectangular clouds at different distances
from the detection point approximates the desired intensity for clouds of finite thickness. Base
surge is thus approximated by a vertical wall of radioactive material infinite in length and
height but of finite thickness. Values of K corresponding to energies of 1.0 and 1.25 Mev were
selected, and the intensity as a function of distance to the leading edge was calculated for vari-
ous thicknesses s and expressed as a fraction of IT . These results are presented in Figures
1.8 and 1.9. By assuming a surface wind speed, relative intensities as a function of time may
be obtained from these plots. However, most photographs of base surge from underwater deto-
nations reveal that, although the vertical wall approximation may be reasonable for the upwind
case, the surge front at downwind and crosswind positions usually approaches at an obtuse angle.
According to Reference 46, this angle is approximately 120°, a value which is usually substan-
tiated by photographic measurements. The general expression for a wall approaching at a 120°
angle could not be integrated. However, approximate solutions for a number of thicknesses
were obtained by geometric means fully described in Section A.3. The computed intensities
relative to Iy are presented in Figure 1.10 as a function of distance to the leading edge. Both
the vertical and the 120° approach curves proved useful in the determination of base surge ve-
locities and in the definition of time of arrival (Section 3.3.4).

Analysis of the gamma dose rate histories at late times (5 minutes or greater) revealed peak
activities that can best be explained by assuming the presence of radioactive water or foam in
the vicinity of the coracles. The shape of these later peaks could not be reproduced by areas
of upwelling, which were large in comparison to the mean free path of 1-Mev gammas, a con-
figuration which has been calculated in Reference 47. Consequently, a special case of the model
currently being investigated (Reference 48) was extended to dimensions that would approximate
the passage of a relatively small patch of radioactive water or foam. The approximation used
yielded the intensities due to passage of a thin disk of uniformly distributed activity beneath a
point whose distance above the plane of the disk was equivalent to that of the GITR detector
above the ocean surface. The computed intensities normalized to the intensity at the center of
the circular radioactive area are plotted against the distance from this center for a number of
radii (Figure 1.11). These curves were employed to determine whether the dose rate peaks
observed could indeed have been caused by such bodies of radicactive water or foam.

1.3.3 Supplementary Measurements. The basic instrumentation of the project consisted
therefore of GITR'S and 1C’s mounted in pairs on coracles arrayed about surface zero. This
array was supplemented at specific locations by other instruments designed for more special-
ized measurements. Several underwater gamma detectors were used to detect activity due to
upwelling contaminated water. Their locations were selected on the basis of the predicted
movement of radioactive water (Section A.5). The data obtained was intended primarily for the
correction of gross gamma records in cases where both the radiating cloud and heavily con-
taminated water arrived simultaneously. However, these water corrections were never applied,
since on both Wahoo and Umbrella the base surge rapidly outdistanced the contaminated water
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and produced a sufficiently characteristic dose rate record so that the presence of wateri
radiation can be detected by inspection. At some [ocations, radiation due to contaminated
became important at later times (5 minutes or greater) when, in the absence of free-{ieid
tion, the water {ntensities can be determined directly from the GITR record.

Although the underwater detectors were not needed as originally intended, these instrur
provide attenuated traces of the free-field record which are used as a check on the standar
strument. A distinction between the attenuated free-field record and the water record as s
by an underwater detector was possible through a comparison of curve shapes, since the t3
phenomena produce a characteristic record.

Calculations based on predicted venting times (Reference 24) and previous measuremen
dose rates o&:cu:ring at early times (References 20 and 49 through 32) indicated that rates
high as 10% to 10® r ‘hr were possible at close ranges, particularly on Umbrella. Although
duration of these early peak rates would be very short, these peak dose rates could result
doses of tactical significance. 8ince these rates were beyond the range of the NRDL gamur
detectors (maximum rate 10° r/hr), and since high time resolution would be advantageous |
any analysis of early dose rates, the project borrowed a number of high-range gamma dete
tors developed by the Army Signal Engineering Laboratory (ASEL) with a maximum rate of
10% r/hr and a possible time resolution of 0.1 msec. These units, called Gustave I's (Refe
ences 49 and 50), were installed on coracles closer than 6,500 feet from surface zero and
vided a record of gamma radiation intensity for the first 85 seconds after zero time.

The project also requested detailed photographic coverage of cloud movement on both W
and Umbrella so that the visual phenomena could be correlated with the time-based gamma
tensity records obtained at all locations. By means of these visual records, meteorologic:
parameters and current theories of fallout transport mechanisms, the project intended to
the gamma reccrds at the coracle locations to gamma-intensity-time contours about surfac
The production of such contours obviously requires a far greater station density than that |
mitted by available funds; therefore, the project had to rely heavily on photographic trackl:
the base surge. Since the operational limitations on both photographic and meteorological
age would affect the reliability of these contour plots, the project attempted to augment the
tion density through the use of approximately 70 floating fllm packs (FFP), which were eitt
anchored or so placed as to drift into preselected locations throughout the coracle array.
recorded by these FFP’s were interpreted by means of similar film packs installed aboard
coracle station. Redwing experience (Reference 33) had shown that a good correlation exis
between National Bureau of Standards (NBS) film pack measurements and the integrated tot
gamma dose obtained from an associated time-based gamma detector; therefore, the use o
these FFP’s made possible a finer grid of correlation points for the analysis of visual clou
phenomena and the construction of gamma contours.

The FFP’s placed for Wahoo were necessarily free-floating, which greatly increased b¢
operational and analytical difficulties. An analysis of current data taken by the Scripps In:
tion of Oceanography (SIO) during its November-December 1856 survey of the proposed shc
area (Reference 53) and additional information provided by the Office of Naval Research (O
indicated that an average surface drift of 1 ft/sec could be assumed over the entire array.
the use of suitable drogues, the project hoped to reduce drift rate to about 0.5 {t/sec, whic
speed was used for computing the distance traveled during film pack exposure. The relati
cloud dose Dy ,expressed as a percentage of the total dose Dy + Dy accrued from both tt
¢loud and deposited radicactive material suspended in the surface-water layer Dy , wasc
puted by integrating the expressions derived earlier for cloud intensity I and water inten.
Iy . Selected values, together with the estimated distances traveled during exposure wers
then used to evaluate the feasibility of attempting this FFP operation (Table 1.3). As indic
earlier in this chapter and borne out by actual experience in the field, cloud slopes (Appen
¥) greater than 0.1 (corresponding 10 a time of arrival 5 minutes or less) were expected w:
the range of project stations for both Wahoo and Umbrella; therefore, drift distances were
expected to exceed 1,000 feet.
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TABLE 1.3 ESTIMATED RELATIVE DOSE AND DISTANCE OF DRIFT FOR FFP'S

Est. Percent

Time of Assumed FFP Movement of FFP's D, as Percent of D * Dy
Arrival Duration During Moving Stated Vp = 0.3 Vp = 3.0 Vp = 30
of Cloud of Fallout Exposure Distance . ,
or Less cm.'sec cm/sec cm/sec
min m:a ft pct pct pct pet
1 8 240 - 100 99.3 93.0
2 16 480 37 99.9 98.5 87.0
3 24 720 - 99.8 97.8 81.5
4 32 960 - - - -
5 40 1,200 58 99.6 96.4 72.8
6 48 1,440 - - - -
8 64 1,920 79 - - -
10 80 3,000 - 99.2 93.0 57.1
20 160 6,000 - 87.5 86.9 39.8
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Because Shot Umbrella was located inside Eniwetok lagoon, most FFP’s could be anchored
prior to the shot, which substantially increased their value. In both shots, however, some
provision for assessing dose accumulated from radioactive water after passage of the cloud had
to be mdde. This requirement was met by dropping a second group of FFP’s as soon aiter ces-
sation of {allout as radiological safety permitted; thus, the continuing water dosage was meas-
ured directly. All FFP positions were to be determined from locally measured drift rates and
from two photomosaic maps flown as near zero time as was practicable, one before and one
after the shot.

The only anomalous exposures of FFP’s considered possible were those due to the upwelling
{Appendix F) of contaminated water; however, Wigwam data (Reference 54) indicated that only
about 8 percent of the FFP record would be so vitiated. Therefore, while the FFP’'s were not
considered entirely essential, they were considered a valuable means of increasing the density
of total dose measurements. They had the additional advantage of late placement, which would
permit adjustment of the final array to surface winds existing at shot time.

Three additional GITR’s and a number of film packs were installed aboard each of the three
DD’s and the EC-2 in the target array (Figures 1.12 through 1.14}. These shipboard detectors
were used as correlation points for a detailed radiological survey of these vessels. Predictions
of the total gamma dose at specific locations aboard a DD maneuvering close to similar under-
water atomic bursts could then be made by combining the gamma dose over a sequence of posi-
tions on various {sodose contours and by applying the empirical conversion factor for a partic-
ular location aboard the vessel. Such predictions of gamma dose aboard a maneuvering DD
were not undertaken by the project but presumably will be done in the analyses of subsequent
operations.

In addition to shipboard gamma detectors, a number of aerosol collections and test-panel
exposures were made aboard each of the target destroyers. Two smaller platforms were in-
stalled aboard the DD-474 and DD-593 on top of the after stacks, as shown in Figure 1.12;
these platforms were equipped with four open-close collectors (OCC) and a control box {Figure
1.15). One larger platform installed aboard DD-592 was equipped with four OCC’s, four always-
open collectors (AOC), two IC’s corresponding to those installed aboard the coracles, an air-
filtration instrument (AFI), a wind-speed-and-direction indicator (WSDI), and an additional
GITR (Figures 1.13 and 1.16). .

Samples collected by the AFI, the OCC’s and the AOC’s provided information on the fraction
of device deposited per unit area and on particle-size distribution required for interpretation of
the gamma field. The OCC’s were alsc used to expose test panels, which were later analyzed
to develop better simulants of fallout originating from an underwater burst. Collections made
by the AFI and the two 1C’s were analyzed for physical and chemical parameters of the base
surge. A few additional collections were made simply by placing bottles equipped with funnels
at certain locatons in the array. These so-called funnel samples (FS) were used only for chem-
ical analysis. Measurements obtained from these limited aerosol collections are reported here
only to the extent that they influence the basic gamma-field determinations made by the project.
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Chapter 2

PROCEDURE

2.1 GENERAL OPERATIONS AND SHOT PARTICIPATION

The project participated in two scheduled underwater detonations in the Hardtack series at
the Eniwetok Proving Ground (EPG): Shots Wahoo and Umbrella.

Operational limitations on accuracy of placement and conflicts with other elements of the
total shot array necessitated modification of the idealized station array presented in Chapter 1.
As originally planned, 21 coracles were placed for Wahoo; but, on the basis of Wahoo experi-
ence, the Umbrella array was modified to include 26 coracles and one skiff armed and placed
by SIO. The coracle stations placed by the project, together with the instruments installed in
each, are tabulated against their nominal positions in Table 2.1 and plotted in Figures 2.1 and
2.2. The estimated positions of all elements moving after the detonations are also plotted in
these {igures; however, throughout the remainder of this report, all coracles and all collections
or records obtained aboard them will be referred to by means of the nominal position designa-
tors used in Table 2.1 regardless of later position. The coracle stations were supplemented by .
additional instrumentation installed aboard all major target vessels and by approximately 70
FFP’s distributed throughout the fixed array.

Since climatological averages {(References 26 and 27) indicated that surface winds tended to
shift to the right during the May-June season, the station array for both Wahoo and Umbrella
was skewed to the right of the downwind leg that had been selected by Joint Task Force 7. Deep-
anchoring was required for all 21 coracle Wahoo locations, whereas only 5 Umbrella locations
required such mooring. The remaining Umbrella stations were anchored by standard naval tech-
niques in depths not exceeding 30 fathoms. Experience during Operation Redwing (References
5§ and 56) had shown that properly installed deep-anchors could be relied upon for the mooring
of skiffs. This fact was most definitely borne out by the Hardtack experience, since only 1
deep moor in 30 failed because of inherent defects, viz, a leaking fiberglass subsurface buoy.
No coracles were lost during the entire operation, although two broke free due to chafing of the
surface pennants. :

All deep moors were placed by the USS Munsee (ATF-107), which had been specially equipped
with a Markey hydrographic winch and AN, UQN-1B sonar sounding equipment modified to have
a continuous fathometer scale from 0 to 1,200 fathoms. No difficulty was experienced in over-
the-side handling of coracles in seas up to Class 5 (winds 17 to 21 knots, waves pronounced and
long with white foam crests). An entire deep moor could be placed in about an hour starting
from the time of the ATF’s approach. A maximum of six deep moors could conveniently be
placed in a normal working day; however, the actual placement of deep moors was controlled
by the Task Group 7.3 mooring schedule for placement of the major target elements. The as-
sistance of one LCM was required for the placement of coracle moors in shoal waters inside
the lagoon. A maximum of eight such shallow moors could be placed in a normal working day.
After surface currents were measured in the area, placement of the deep moors for Wahoo
commenced on 16 April 1958. Placement of deep moors and lagoon anchorages for Umbreila
was started on 27 May. Both areas were completely cleared of all remaining mooring compo-
nents by 12 June. During this 60-day period, the USS Munsee was used by the project on nearly
continuous assignment.

Concurrently with mooring operations, all project instruments were bench-checked and in-
stalled in coracles at the beach work area (BWA) on Parry Island. For Shot Wahoo, placement
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of iaily inst 4 and armed coracles began on D-4 days. For Umbrella, placement of
partially ar . .cles began on D-5 days, with final arming being accomplished after the
last test sig:. .ae afternoon of D-1 day. _

Although line-of-sight radio signals had been thought necessary, all stations received radio
signals with antennas placed 6 feet above the ocean surface. Installation and maintenance of the
additional instrdments aboard the major target ships were accomplished by a special crew using
available shuttle services. Thus, no special logistic support was required for this phase of the
project.

One FFP practice run, including the camera aircraft assigned responsibility for photomosaic
coverage, was performed to gain operational experience in FFP placement, location, and recov-
ery. On the basis of this experience, the operaticnal procedure for Wahoo was planned. This
plan was modified for Umbreiia to include helicopter pickup of all FFP’s, coupled with radar
location of al! positions before and after the shot.

2.1.1 Shot Wahoo. The placement of deep moors for Shot Wahoo, beginning on 16 April, pro-
ceeded slowly because of unavoidable delays caused by high winds and difficulties Task Group 7.3
was having with the mooring of the major target ships. By 29 April, 5 moors had been placed,;
by 8 May, 12 moors; and by 14 May, all moors except D 4.8 and D 8.0, which had to be withheld
until DD-592 was placed in the target array. Final arming of coracles could not commence until
11 May (D-5) because Edgerton, Germeshausen and Grier (EG&G) was having difficulties with
radio-signal transmission. Final arming of coracles therefore was accomplished according to
the following schedule:

11 May DL 12.0, DL 18.3, D 23.1, DR 24.0, CR 6.4;

12 May CL 3.9, CL 4.6, DL 7.1, DRR 6.8, CR 4.1;

13 May U 4.5, D 14.4, DR 4.5 (operationai difficulties precluded further arming);

14 May U 3.2, DR 9.0, DR 14.4, DRR 12.8, CR 5.2; -

15 May U 4.0, D 4.8, D 8.0 (last two positions required both placement of moors .
and arming).

Shortly after 1600 on 15 May (D-1), 2n accidental radio signal triggered all coracles, thus
canceling participation in the shot unless re-arming could be effected. The project therefore
attempted an emergency re-arming operation the night of D-1. A priority list for the re-arm-
ing of coracles was established, and *he USS Munsee, which was woriang the array at the ume
of the accidental signal, was instructed to pull and re-arm coracles without interruption. All
available project personnel, plus volunteers from Project 2.1, SIO, and the USS Hooper Island
(ARG-17) were ferried from Parry Island to the USS Munsee, where they formed three re-arm-
ing crews, which operated continuously until the ship was ordered to leave the array at H-2
hours. During this period of approximately 18 hours, 14 coracles were re-armed; however,
the unavoidable fatigue and confusion that attended this work, combined with the necessity for
rapidity, greatly increased the probability of instrument failure due to arming errors. The
coracles finally re-armed were U 4.5, CL 3.9, CL 4.6, DL 7.1, D 8.0, DR 4.5, DR 9.0, DR
14.4, DR 24.0, DRR 6.8, DRR 12.8, CR 4.1, CR 5.2, and CR 6.4.

At H-5 hours, a crew of five men returned to Parry Island to carry out previously planned-
shot day activities. Forty-eight FFP’s were dropped into the target array from two helicopters
between H—2 and H-1 hours. No operational difficulties were experienced and all FFP drops
were executed as planned (Section A.5). The first photomosaic was flown between H~1 hour
and H~15 minutes at an altitude of 1,500 feet, a large number of FFP’'s being visible from the
aircraft. The FFP’'s drifted 30 minutes longer than anticipated due to a delay in the shot and
were moved an unexpected distance radially by water waves resulting from the detonation.

At H+1 hour, a second drop of 17 FFP’s was made from an SA-16 aircraft concurrently
with the postshot photomosaic. Also at H+1 hour an FS was recovered from the YC-2 barge
by helicopter and returned to Parry Island for Cl*® analysis and beta-gamma decay measure-
ments. This helicopter and a second then returned to the target area to spot FFP’s for the
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pickup vessels. The project had personnel aboard the USS Munsee, the USE Mactobi (ATF-103),
and the Task Group 7.4 crash boat (AVR), all of which were assigned to FFP pickup. Although
many FFP’s were seen by both aerial and surface units, only 10 out of a total of 65 were recov-
ered, an effective recovery of about 15 percent. The principal difficulty lay in a failure of com-
munication between Rad-Safe control and the task force elements attempting to retrieve FFP’s.
Consequently, ships that were to have recovered FFP's would not enter the presumed radex
area where most of the FFP’s happened to be concentrated. FFP recovery was terminated at
H+4 hours, since Task Group 7.4 required all spotting helicopters to return to Eniwetok Isiand
by 1800.

Rad-Safe control permitted D-day entry on DD-583 only; therefore, early recovery was
effected only on this ship. This recovery was performed at H+ 4’/2 hours, and these samples,
together with aliguots of all sample solutions usec in early chemistry were placed aboard the
H+ 8 hour flyaway (Appendix F). Three coracles were also recovered on D-day by the USS
Munsee. One coracle was overturned, and 10 deep moors were parted by the detonatior. (Sec-
tion 2.3.2). All moors broke near the bottom; therefore, the coracle drift rates were substan-
tially reduced, which greatly simplified recovery on the following day.

On D+ 1 day a number of Task Group 7.3 ships recovered all remaining coracles and returned
them to the BWA on Parry Island for further processing. The USS Boister (ARS-38) recovered
two coracles; the USS Grasp (ARS-24), seven; the USS Mactobi, two; and the USS Munsee, six.
Although these additional vessels were able to perform effective coracle recovery, damage
(particularly to the coracle hulls) was understandably increased through the lack of previous
handling experience.

On D+1, it was found that radio signals starting project instrumentation aboard DD-474 and
DD-592 were not received because of a failure of ship’s power; therefore, minimal data was
obtained from these ships. Since the target ships were being towed into the lagoon, all project
operations aboard were suspended until they were reestablished at their lagoon moors.

On D+ 2, the project performed a complete recovery and survey of all target ships. Com-
plete stripping of coracles was started at the BWA, all samples being processed through the
Sample Recovery Center (SRC) established near the Parry Island airstrip to maintain proper
contamination control and to insure proper logging of all pertinent data.

During the interval between shots, all coracles and instruments were overhauled, recali-
brated; and repaired. -Because of the iow degree of radloactive contamination, noc special do-

" contamination was necessary. All GITR detectors were recalibrated on a radiation range
established on Parry Island. All IC trays were counted in an end-window gamma counter as
soon as they could be recovered, decay was followed on a few trays, and the remaining trays
were returned to NRDL for further analysis. The GITR tapes from the coracles and the ships
were read out on an electronic readout device (GITOUT), a procedure of several weeks’ dura-
tion. Site chemistry was limited to beta and gamma decay measurements, and to C1® analysis
of early fallout samples and cloud samples obtained for the project by Los Alamos Scientific
Laboratory (LASL). All further analytical work was performed at NRDL. Project {nstrumen-
tation aboard the major target ships suffered only minor damage and was overhauled in situ

with the exception of the GITR detectors, which were removed for recalibration on Parry Island.

2.1.2 Shot Umbrella. The placement of deep moors for Shot Umbrella commenced on 27
May. By 31 May, the 5 deep moors and 12 of the lagoon moors had been placed. The remain-
ing moors, including two stations on the atoll reef, were placed during the final installation of
coracles at the moors. During this period, seven lagoon moors had to be replaced because the

.counterweight on the Dan buoy chafed through the mooring cable. When this trouble was cor-
rected by removal of the counterweight, no further difficulty was experienced with the lagoon
moors. Starting on 3 June, coracles in a pre-armed condition were placed at the moors at a
rate of five or six a day; these stations were later armed by pulling a lanyard attached to a
dead-safe switch that had been installed in the instrument control box after Wahoo.
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Considerable difficulty was experienced by the project in placing anchored FFP's in the array.
Although the anchoring system had been successfully tested in the Umbrella area several times
prior to final placement, only 16 out of 36 anchored FFP’s placed the afternoon of 6 June were
still in position the following morning. The high percentage of failure was probably due to short
choppy seas that had blown up the day before in the Umbrella area. The project redesigned and
remade 36 new anchored FFP's, improvising somewhat froin depleted stocks. On the morning
of D—1 day, the new anchored FFP’s were placed in the array and remained in position until the
shot. After the final test signal at 1340 on D-1, the project armed all coracles, using the USS
Munsee outside the lagoon and the AVR iuside. Al}l stations except two were armed and ready
by 1800 on D-1. Two of the coracles had pretripped during placement and were therefore re-
moved {rom their moors, re-armed during the night, and replaced at their stations the morning
of D-day.

D-day activities were considerably modified from those of Wahoo. Instead of photomosaic
mapping, all preshot positions were obtained by M-33 radar on Eniwetok Island, which ranged
on a spotting helicopter as it hovered over a given station. Postshot positions were obtained
similarly with Mark 25 fire-control radar aboard the USS Boxer (LPH-4) ranging on the Marine
helicopters performing FFP recovery. Also, because of the possibility that a large number of
coracles would break their moors and drift onto the reef, the project had two recovery teams
standing by during the shot; each team consisted of one LCU with a crane aboard, one LCM, and
one DUKW with A-frame carried aboard the LCU. All project recovery was coordinated by Task
Group 7.3 from the CIC aboard the USS Boxer.

At H-2 hours, 14 FFP’'s were dropped by the Task Group 7.4 helicopter outside the lagoon
along previously pianned drop lines (Section A.5). At H-1 hour, project control of the recov-
ery operation moved aboard the Boxer. The two lagoon recovery teams, the AVR, and the USS
Munsee with another LCM remained near the Boxer during the shot. At H+ 30 minutes, two
Marine helicopters departed the Boxer to recover the free-floating FFP’s outside the lagoon; *
meanwhile, a second drop of self-anchoring FFP’s was made inside the lagoon from an SA-16.
Also, two FS's were recovered from the target array by the Task Group 7.4 helicopter and re-
turned to Parry Island for C1® analysis and beta-gamma decay measurements. i

Recovery of the free-floating FFP’s outside the lagoon proceeded rapidly and was completed
at H+1'; hours. The two Marine helicopters then moved inside the lagoon and continued FFP
recovery. Between H+1 and H+ 1’/, hours, project crews performed early recovery of samples
from the DD-474, DD-592, and DD-593, all samples being processed through the SRC. All ship
samples, together with aliquots of all sample solutions used in early chemistry, were placed
aboard the H+6 hour flyaway. Also at about H+ 1‘/, hours, the two special recovery teams and
the AVR moved into the array to check for drifting coracles and assist in FFP recovery. No
coracles had broken loose from their moors; however, seven had been overturned by the deto-
nation.

At H+ 3’/2 hours, recovery of the coracles began with the USS Munsee operating outside the
lagoon, one LCU and LCM team in the north section of the array, and the second LCU and L.CM
team in the south section. The AVR and the two Marine helicopters continued FFP search and
recovery, completing this operation at about H+5 hours. By H+7 hours all coracles except
the two reef stations had been recovered, and 63 FFP’s had been retrieved. (Task Group 7.3's
efficient and effective recovery ungquestionably increased the value of the data obtained on Shot
Umbrella and is greatly appreciated by the project.) Coracles were returned to the BWA, where
pulling and counting of IC trays started immediately and continued throughout the night.

On D+1 day, the USS Munsee, assisted by an LCM, recovered the two coracles on the atoll
reef and completely cleared the entire Umbrella array of remaining mooring components. Also
on that morning, the project performed a compiete recovery and survey of all target ships.
Complete stripping of all coracles was started at the BWA, and again all samples were proc-
essed through the SRC to assure both proper logging of data and contamination control. By
1430 of that day the IC count on all 24 sets of trays had been completed, and the trays were
ready for air shipment to NRDL for further analysis.
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On D~ 3 days, the USS Munsee rechecked the old Wahoo array for possible mooring compo-
nents, and that evening the project indicated that it had no {urther need for its services. Rollup
proceeded rapidly. By D+5 days, essentially all project equipment, except that usec for data
reduction, was packed and ready for shipment.

2.2 INSTRUMENTS

2.2.1 Gamma-Intensity-Time Recorder (GITR). The primary instrument used by the project
was a portable, self-contained GITR (or std-GITR), which represents a further development of
a gammma-detecting instrument used during Operation Redwing (Reference 33). The instrument
(Reference 57) is 16 by 13 by 21 inches high, weighs approximately 55 pounds with power supply,
and consists of the following units: (1) a radiation detector and amplifier with time base, (2) a
recording system, (3) a battery pack, and (4) miscellaneous instrument control switches and
associated circuitry (Section B.1). The detector unit can be mounted either inside the recorder
case Or as a separate unit connected with the recorder by a cable not exceeding 25 feet in length
(Figures 1.4 and 2.3). The sensitive element is a low-range ionization chamber containing a
concentric, high-range chamber. The common base of these chambers contains the associated
recycling electrometer circuits.

Both chambers have nearly a 47 response and are independent of incident gamma energy to
within =20 percent from 100 kev to 1.3 Mev (Section C.1). The discharge of either chamber
fires its associated electrometer, giving a square-wave pulse that is amplified and recorded
on magnetic tape. The transducer automatically recycles to the original charged condition in
approximately 0.5 msec. Each recorded pulse represents an increment of gamma dose which,
by means of time pulses {ndicating tape speed, can be converted to dose rate. The dose incre-
ments {rom the two chambers and the time base are recorded as three channels of information
on'a %;-inch magnetic tape. ,

One of two types of tape transports can be coupled with the basic transducer unit, thus giving
two instruments; one with a tape speed of 0.25 in/sec, giving 12 hours of operation with a range
of 10 mr/hr to 10° r/hr; the other with a tape speed of 0.05 in/sec, giving 60 hours of operation
with a range of 10 mr/hr to 2 x 10* r/hr. All GITR’s were actuated by a signal from a trigger-
control box and shut themselves off automatically when the end of the tape was reached.

On a coracle installation, the detector was housed inside a watertight, 14-gage aluminum
case mounted directly on the deck (Figure 1.4). All coracle recorders were the 12-hour type
and were mounted below the deck in the instrument well. This mounting arrangement was
selected after experimental checks of directional response with the detector mounted inside the
recorder proved to be unsatisfactory. The detector response to known deck activity, as indi-
cated by IC collections, was experimentally determined using exact coracle geometry (Section
C.5).

For Wahoo, all shipboard GITR’s were of the 60-hour type to insure a GITR record that
would overlap the planned ship surveys. All shipboard GITR's were mounted with the detector
and recorder installed separately. For Umbrella, two of the GITR’s aboard the EC-2 were
exchanged for 12-hour types in order to obtain the higher peak dose rate capability of these
instruments. No special determination of detector response to particular shipboard geometry
was attempted, although all locations were specifically selected to reduce anomalous contribu-
tions {from ships’ structures.

2.2.2 Underwater GITR. The underwater GITR (UW- or sec-GITR) is a simple modification
of the standard GITR. The basic instrument consists of the 12-hour GITR described above with
its detector housed in a deck mounting case idemtical to that used for the std-GITR (Figure 1.4).
The detector, however, was placed on a 25-foot cable and was mounted at the edge of the cor-
acle {n a dropping mechanism actuated by a small cylinder of carbon dioxide upon receipt of a
signal from the trigger-control box (Figures 1.2 and 1.3). The detectors were so weighted and
the length of cable so chosen that after release they would be suspended approximately 6 feet
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below the water surface in the attitude depicted in Figure 1.2. The drop was made alter passa
of ~water shock waves by means of a preset time delay.

. ..:gh-Range GITR. ASEL Gustave I recorders (ASEL-GITR) were borrowed by the
project tor use as high-range detectors. The units originally designed and built by ASEL were
repackaged by NRDL (Figure 2.4). Because the basic device is described in existing literature
(References 49 and 50), only a brief description is included here. The instrument is capable of
recording dose rates as high as 10® r, hr with a time resolution of 0.1 msec. The gamma inten-
sity record is made on 450 feet of 1-inch magnetic tape, which travels at 60 in/sec, providing
2 90-second record. The basic circuit was modified by the elimination of the cathode follower
originally used between the detector and the amplifier unit. The repackaged instrument is
19 by lG’f, by 16 inches high and weighs approximately 110 pounds with power supply.

The ASEL detectors were calibrated on a special range set up on Parry Island with a 200-
curie Co%® source. ASEL-GITR’s were installed only on coracles less than 6,500 feet {rom
surface zero, the recording element being placed in the instrument well with the detecting ele-
ments installed on the deck (Figure 1.2). The ASEL-GITR received a warmup signal at minus
5 minutes, and a minus-5-second signal to start the rapid tape transport. Both signals were
received from the trigger-control box.

2.2.4 Incremental Fallout Collector. The incremental collector (IC) has been used on many
field operations and has been frequently described (References 33 and 58 through 60). The cur-
rent instrument was redesigned to reduce the unit cost and to bring the collecting surface as
near the top of the instrument as possible (Figure 2.5 and Insert A of same figure). The instru-
ment is 6 by 29 by 32 inches high and weighs 95 pounds with a complete set of trays. In essence,
the IC obtains a series of 58 fallout collections over uniform time intervals regulated by the
trigger-control box. Fifty-eight specially prepared trays are placed upon a spring-compensated
elevator platform so that the stack of trays is directly below a sampling port approximately 3
inches in diameter, the top tray being exposed. The trays are then individually indexed onto a
receiving platform by an electrically actuated pneumatic system. The exposure interval planned
for Hardtack was 1 minute, and the instrument was timed and actuated by the trigger-control box.
IC’s were installed flush with the coracle deck (Figure 1.3) or flush with the general level of the
platform instruments on DD-592 (Figure 1.16).

To reduce shadow bias (Appendix F and Reference 61), the collecting surface was brought to
within ’/, inch of the top of the instrument. Lucite trays 4 inches square and containing a cir-
cular well, 33/‘ inches in diameter and Y} inch deep, were used (Figure 2.5, Insert B). The well
contains several thicknesses of filter paper capped with a perforated 20-mil polyethylene disk.
The polyethylene disk is inserted by rotating it through a key slot in a 1/,s-inch lip projecting
inward from the top of the well; thus, the disk with the filter papers beneath it is held {irmly
within the tray well. The perforated disk was coated with a thin layer of a grease specially
developed for use at the EPG (Reference 33). This grease is made by adding polyethylene to
Lubriseal (about 3 percent by weight) to raise its melting point to 130° F. The grease was in-
tended to trap solid particulate matter, while the filter paper beneath the perforations retained
the liquid fraction. The trays were designed so that the IC could be loaded or unloaded in a
single operation, which alleviated recovery problems in high-radiation fields.

2.2.5 Film Packs. A large number of film packs were used by the project on the coracles,
aboard the target ships, and as FFP’s, which were either free-floating or anchored. Regard-
less of the manner in which these film packs were placed in the array, the basic element con-
sisted of two packets of {ilm placed inside an NBS holder (Reference 62). This holder was
sealed inside a plastic cigarette case, which in turn was placed into two independently sealed
plastic bags; thits procedure both reduced humidity and oxygen damage to the films and afforded
a rapid means of decontaminating film packs upon recovery. The whole package was then
wrapped in aluminum foil to reduce absorbed heat, since the film used deteriorated under ele-
vated temperatures. :
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The NBS holder consists of a bakelite container with an 8.25-mm wall thickness covered
with a 1.07-mm layer of tin and a 0.3-mm layer of lead. The thickness of the bakelite was
experimentally determined to produce electron equilibrium {(Reference 49). The lead and tin
layers act as {ilters, which suppress lower energy components sufficiently to obtain a linear
response similar to the GITR (linear above approximately 100 kev).

In the energy range from 115 kev to 2 Mev, this film pack is considered accurate to =20
percent (Refefences 63 and 64} for the film emulsions tested. Two of the five emulsions
(Dupont 834 and 1230} had not been extensively tested, but were expected to fall within the same
range of accuracy. Two film packets were placed inside the NBS holder, one packet containing
Dupont emulsions 502, 834, and 1290, which provided a combined range of 0.2 t0 2,000 r, and a
second containing Eastman emulsions S0O-112 and 548-0 de¢, which provided a combined range
of 10 to 100,000 r. Latent image fading was counteracted by making film calibration runs at
shot time for each shot. )

Approximately 20 of the film packs described were placed {n holders 3 feet above the deck
aboard each of the target ships (Figures 1.12 through 1.14).

One film pack was taped to each coracle tripod at a height of 3 feet; another was mounted in
an 8-inch-diameter Styrafoam float identical to that used on the FFP’s and streamed 10 feet
behind each coracle (Figure 1.2).

The remainder of the film packs were placed in the array as either anchored or {ree-floating
FFP’'s (Figure 2.6). The FFP's were of three different types, all of which represented minor
modifications of the same basic design. In all types, an 8-inch-diameter Styrafoam {loat 2
inches thick and faced with two sheets of 10-gage aluminum held the pack. This small float
was designed so that the film pack was supported horizontally just at the water surface and was
connected by means of a 10-foot wire to a second 3-foot-square Styrafoam float, called the FFP
identifier, whose sole purpose was to aid aerial spotting and identification.

This basic unit was variously modified as follows: (1) a free-floating type, in which a stand-.
ard 2.5-foot canvas drogue was attached to the tdentifier by 50 feet of line; (2} a self-anchoring
type, in which a 2.5-pound Danforth anchor was attached to the identifier by means of a ball of
light twine mounted in a cardboard ice-cream carton to prevent fouling as the line payed out; :
and (3) a second anchored type, requiring installation by a surface craft in which the same 2.5-
pound Danforth was used with %,-inch cable. Both the free-floating and the self-anchoring
types were rigged so that they could be dropped from aircraft. All components were gathered
into a compact package, which was firmly held together by a string harness containing a soluble
link. Within 30 seconds after striking the water, this soluble link dissolved, thus releasing the
harness and allowing either the anchor to drop or the drogue to set itself. The FFP’s were
specifically designed to keep unit cost to a minimum (approximately $30.00 each).

2.2.6 Supplementary Fallout Collectors. A number of supplementary collectors were used
at a few locations in the target array. These collectors included an OCC, an ACC, an AFI,
and an FS.

The OCC and the AOC are briefly described together, since the latter is simply a mounted
collection tray of the formei. Both devices have been fully described in previous reports (Ref-
erence 33). In essence, the OCC is a large splashproof box, 27 by 53 inches by 5 inches high,
weighing approximately 100 pounds and possessing a sliding lid (Figures 1.15, 1.16, and 2.7).
The instrument is designed to withstand peak air pressures of 3.5 psi and will open with a 200~
pound weight placed on the sliding 1id. The sliding lid is moved on a roller track by a pneu-
matic cylinder using air at 60 psi and actuated by solenoid valves upon receipt of a signal.

When sampling, the collecting tray is raised ’/z inch above the top of the collector to reduce
shadow bias. The device was actuated by a signal from the platform control box and remained
in the open position until receipt of a closing signal.

The aluminum collecting tray is approximately 18 by 21 inches by 2 inches deep, weighs 6§
pounds empty, and is used both in the OCC and as an AOC. The tray was lined with a preformed
polyethylene liner and contained an insert consisting of four sections of aluminum hexcell coated
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with Number 100 black Epo-lux. The hexcell inserts were used to prevent coliected material
from being subsequently swept out by winds and were black to aid in the location of individua
fallout particles, the majority of which were expected to be light {n color. The hexcell was
coated, and the aluminum tray was lined to obtain chemically inert surfaces from which the
fallout material could be easily removed. Upon recovery, the trays were closed with a pre-
formed polyethylene lid over which was placed an aluminum cover; the whole assembly was
then temporarily sealed by means of a gasket of surgical rubing, which was compressed by
external pressure maintained by two cloth cinches (Figure 2.7). The polyethylene liner and
lid were later permanently heat-sealed together. With an aluminum cover banded to the tray,
the sealed assembly could maintain internal pressures of 7 psi indefinitely,

Tre AFI was installed on the instrument platform aboard the DD-592 (Figures 1.16 and 2.8).
The present model represents the redesign of an insirument used during Operation Redwing
(Reference 33). The original design was modified to obtain a more complete series of fallout
and base surge samples. The instrument used a series of chemical filters so designed that
any large amounts of water arriving with fallout would be immediately removed from the solid
material and stored in a separate water reservoir (Figure 2.9). Dimethylterephthalate (DMT),
recrystallized into its acicular form, was used as the filter material (Reference 65). Sucha
filter had been determined to have a high efficiency for 0.3-micron-diameter particles and per-
mitted later recovery of solids by sublimation. The {ilter head is 33,; inches in diameter
(inside diameter, 3.55 inches), uses a ’,’,-mch {ilter bed of DMT crystals, and is known to
withstand very heavy rains (50 in/hr) without plugging or loss of efficiency. The filter also is
so designed that both the solid and the liquid fractions, together with all surfaces contacted,
can be shipped as a single sealed package (Figure 2.9).

Mechanically, the AFI can be considered as an assemblage of the following units: the filter
heads and the filter-head-raising mechanisms, the pneumatic system, the vacuum pumps, the
vacuum switching valves, the recording flow meters, and the control box. The instrument has
a series of 30 filter heads, each covered when not actually sampling, and each raised above
the level of the other heads when drawing a sample. All heads sample vertically at a conStant
rate of 10 ft¥'min. One series of 10 heads sampled in numerical sequence for intervals of 10
minutes each, the entire sequence being started at zero time by the control box. A second
series of 20 heads sampled in numerical sequence for intervals of 2 minutes each, the entire
sequence being triggered by a preset increase in background.

Flow through the filters is maintained by a pair of constant-flow vacuum pumps, which have
a line-vacuum-sensing control valve to compensate for increases in pressure drop across the
filter due to filter loading. By means of the vacuum-switching valves, this controlled vacuum
is applied only to the chamber containing the water reservoir of the filter actually sampling,
thus minimizing vacuum evaporation of the water fraction. A pair of recording Flow-rators
are incorporated into the vacuum lines of both the short and the long interval filters. The AFI]
control box governed and recorded the filtering sequences and the other instruments on the
DD-592 platform. The activities of all plaform instruments including the AFI flow rates were
automatically recorded by the AFI control box, so that all samples collected could be correlated
in time. The AFI control box was in turn activated by EG&G radio signals received at minus 5
minutes, minus 1 minute and minus 5 seconds.

The FS's were installed at various locations aboard barges or on islands and were specifi-
cally designed for very early recovery. They simply consisted of a large polyethylene funnel
(2.6-1t? collecting area), which was fitted into a 2-gallon polyethylene bottle. The bottles were
mounted on top of a 10-foot pipe stand in a special bracket that permitted helicopter recovery.
Helicopter pickup was effected by snagging a 2-foot diameter sphere made of two hoops welded
at right angles. The bottles were set in the previously installed stands just prior to shot time
so that the collection of extraneous material before the shot would be reduced to a minimum.

2.2.7 Instrument Control. All project instrumentation was activated upon receipt of an
EG&G radio signal at the instrument control box (ICB). This control box, designed for instal-
lation aboard the coracles, started both the standard and the underwater GITR’s, provided
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power and control pulses {or the IC, timed and actuated the dropping mechanism fcr the under-
water detector, and recorded receipt of test signals on a series of mechanical reqsters that
could be read from a small boat alongside the coracle.

The ICB’s contain their own power supply, are packaged in vaporproof Plexiglass cases
10Y; by 14!, by 12 inches high, and weigh about 15 pounds. The ICB’s receive the minus-5-
minute, minus-1-minute, and minus-5-second signals and are designed for a closed-contact
signal of not less than l.-second duration. The units have a reset button, which disarms all
latched components and returns all timing devices to their zero position. A cross-reference
time mark is sbtained by blanking the timing pulses on both the standard and the underwater
GITR 1apes upon receipt of a minus-1-minute signal and by reinstating these timing pulses
upon receipt of a minus-5-second signal. By this means, the I1C and all GITR records could
be correlated in time. This time-blanking circuit had a backup feature that restored the tim-
ing pulses automatically after 60 seconds in the event of failure of the minus-5-second signal.

Although the ICB register system worked as designed, it could be used only if there were
regularly scheduled timning signal runs. The fact that EG&G sent many hand signals on demand
between the scheduled timing runs rendered the register system entirely useless. After the
accidental radio signal before Shot Wahoo, the project cannibalized the control box register
and installed a dead-safe switch arrangement with its own batteries and arming light in the old
register housing. This switch completely deactivated the entire coracle system, regardless
of any signals received by the EG&G radio trigger. The coracle was armed by pulling a lanyar
connected to this switch. This modification gave the project partial protection against acciden-
tal firing of the coracle stations; however, if a signal was on the EG&G radio or if any of the
EG&G relays had been closed by jarring, the coracle would fire when the dead-safe switch was
thrown. Three such accidental firings did occur on the final arming run for Umbrella.

2.2.8 GITR Tape Readout. The GITR tape readout (GITOUT) was an electronic readout de-
vice developed at NRDL for converting radiation pulses (Appendix F) on the recorded tapes into
dose rate information (Figure 2.10). The GITOUT employed digital techniques with a digital-
to-analog conversion near the end of the system to give an x-y presentation of time versus data
on graph paper. The system (Figure 2.11) was composed of commercially available component
so that no electronic development was required. The instrument i{s more fully described in Ref
erence 66.

Tapes are placed inthe tape transpurt and are played at a spced depending upon the field
resolving-time desired. The information from the timing channel and from one of the radiation
channels is read off the tape and shaped into square-wave pulses. The timing pulses are sent
to a time counter, where they are accumulated and converted by an associated printer to an
analog voltage which, in turn, drives the x axis of the plotter. Radiation pulses are sampled
by the other counter at a rate determined by the timing pulses. This counter either accumu-
lates the pulses or resets itself after each time increment, depending upon whether total dose
or dose rate is required. The data counter controls a second printer, which also converts the
radiation puise count into an analog voltage to drive the y axis of the plotter. Log converters
can be inserted between the printers and the x-y plotter to give a log-log or semilog presen.a-
tion of the data versus time. A digital record of the information can also be obtained directly
from the printers.

.2.3 SPECIAL OPERATIONS

Although only a support activity, the maintenance of fixed coracle stations in deep water
represented a major operational problem. Since the installation of deep moors on the steep
slopes of coral atolls may be again required, a brief description of the specially adapted moor
employed by the project is given here. Deep-anchoring techniques, developed at SIO (Reference
67}, had been used on a small scale during Operations Ivy and Wigwam but were first used ex-
tensively during Operation Redwing where 13 deep-anchored positions were maintained in depth:
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up to 7 fathoms {or about 2 months (Reference 33). The operational and theoretical aspects
of ¢ ring have been set forth by SIO in its report on Operation Redwing activities (Ref-
erer However, the anchoring problem as it existed for Redwing was complicated in this
cperat..:: cy the stringent limitations on accuracy of placement, by the fact that mooring had to
be effected on steep bottom slopes (Table 1.1), and by che increased horizontal drag forces due
to the larger sail area of the coracles.

Although errors in placement as large as :‘/z nautical mile could be tolerated on past opera-
tions, -a consideration of predicted radiation fields (Reference 22) and cloud diameters (Refer-
ence 17) for Operation Hardtack indicated that on each event approximately 70 percent of the
total coracle array had to be more accurately located. Despite operational limitations on the
accuracy of placement, the project attempted to keep the placement error within £ 300 feet, an
error representing nearly half the predicted distance between upwind and crosswind isodose
contours (Appendix F} differing by one order of magnitude. Other factors requiring high accu-
racy of placement were the estimated arrival time of the base surge, which influenced the
dropping time of the underwater detectors, and the predicted magnitude of underwater suock
(References 23 and 68 through 70).

Consequently, the nominal positions shown in Table 1.1 were intended to represent the actual
position of the coracle relative to surface zero, and not the point of contact of the moor with the
bottom. Therefore, the excursion of the subsurface {loats was calculated, using experimentally
determined currents for the area in question, and the probable position of the coracle relative
to the subsurface float was estimated from known coracle parameters. The most desirable
point of bottom contact was thus estimated and used in the installation of the deep moors.

2.3.1 Calculation of the Deep Moor. Briefly, the basic principle of deep anchoring is the
reduction cf the horizontal excursion of the moored element by the application of vertical ten-
sion to the mooring cable. Cable tension is obtained by means of a submerged float placed’ so
that the orbital motion is less than 1 percent of the surface waves.

The buoyancy of this float is adjusted so that maximum cable tension is obtained withou!
reducing the net reaction of the anchor with the bottom below the total horizontal drag forces
for the complete system. Buoyant mooring lines are used above the subsurface float to damp
periodic motion due to surface waves and to reduce abrasion at the junction with the surface
element. The entire system is determined by a series of graphical approximations, and the
exact excursion of the submerged float is determined by iterative vector addition from the
bottom to the surface.

All proposed deep moors for Hardtack were therefore calculated using known coracle char-
acteristics and the following regional information:

1. Bottom: On the ocean side of Eniwetok Atoll, the steeper portions of the atoll slope are
hard, barren, coralline ridges whereas the flat plateau extending southwest {s thinly covered
to a depth of about 2‘/3 feet with coral sand and debris interrupted by occasional large coral
blocks fallen from the atoll slope (Reference 71). Neither surface affords sufficient loose
bottom material for a Danforth anchor to develop maximum holding power. The coralline
ridges run at right angles to the normal direction of wind and current in the region, however;
thus, considerable holding power due to fouling was expected. The lagoon bottom was assumed
to be the usual thick covering of foraminiferal debris dotted with occasional coral heads.

2. Currents: Normal surface currents in the area were assumed to be 1 knot in the Wahoo
target area and 0.4 knot in the Umbrella target area (Reference 53). The idealized subsurface
currents used are given in Table 2.2. Tidal currents were not considered in the calculations,
since all proposed mooring sites were sufficiently distant from the shoreline.

3. Wind and Waves: Surface winds of 15 to 25 knots are considered normal to both target
areas at the time of the proposed shot schedule. Ocean waves in the lee of Eniwetok Atoll were
expected to range between 3 and 8 feet in height with periods from 2 to 9 seconds {Reference 53).
Long swells reaching the atoll from southern winter storms were not considered important.
Wave conditions within the lagoon were expected to be worse because of a short chop with heights
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TABLE 2.2 ASSUMED SUBSURFACE CURRENTS SOUTHWEST
OF ENIWETOK ATOLL

Derived from the S10 survey of 1736,

Depth Current

R fi sec
0t 150 1.6%
- 180 10 300 1.34
U0 ta 450 1.13
450 w0 800 0.92
600 10 750 0.73
750 to 900 .63
aq., w0 1,080 4.5%
1,040 to 1,206 N5
1,010 to 1.350 .42
1,356 w0 1,500 a.33%
1,850 tu 1,630 v.2?
Beuow | 830 ¢.20

TABLE 2.3 ESTIMATED DRAG FORCES ON CORACLE STATION AXD ON DEEP MOORING COMPONENTS

Coracle Stat.on Deep Mooring Components /1,200 {athoms)
{ Ny !
Water Drag Wind Drag ‘S'rf?: :; and Submerged l‘) {\::Chl.me ‘s:ft:esjnocau‘
1 -knot 15-knot lu-knot Zi-kmot oo U Floa 2 ;
rreat wind wind wind Ciamps .nci.) Diameter Drag diameter) plastic,
cd Diameter Drag Drag Drag
ib ib ib b n ib & ib \b b
Minimum 0.23 1.3 2.0 3.2 ty 12.9 2.8 2.0 14.7¢ 2.5 each ™
Max:mum 30 26 45 7% b 15.6 2.3 2.3 14.7¢ 2.5 each®
L 18.2 3.0 2.7 4.7 2.5 each*
* Estimated towal drag for buoyant line with five floats and d. sconnect linkages = 29.2 pounds.
TABLE 2.4 ESTIMATED EXCURSION AND DEPRESSION OF 1,200-FATHOM MOOR
Cable Su::lmrxed BGrou . B h:‘ TC::.; Excursion Depression
Diameter oat uovancy uoyancy ¢ n Moaumum Maximum  Mimmum  Maximum
Diameter of Float of Fioat at Anchor
n fe b b b fi 3 f f
4 2.6 587 487 284 600 2,500 28 475
% 2.8 733 833 430 450 1.800 14 200
11 3.0 900 80¢ 598 as0 1,400 9 125
Yo 2.8 587 487 148 91s 3,125 78 750
": 2.8 733 833 306 823 2,225 45 350
L 3.0 900 500 474 €30 1.625 21 225
3 2.8 587 487 59 1,950 4,800 425 1.7
L5 2.8 733 633 205 900 2,800 125 650
’,. .0 900 800 373 600 1,900 90 328

TABLE 2.5 ESTIMATED EXCURSION AND DEPRESSION OF 400-FATHOM MOOR

Cab.e Submerged Gross Net Cabee Excursion Depression
5 Float Buoyancy Buoyanc) Tens:un M e Maioom Momos Mocmum
\ameier Diameter  of Fioat of Float  at Aacaor SR T ) =
i ft T b ib F -3 [ 3
4 2.8 587 A87 3¢ 25¢ 750 14 8?
Ta 2.8 733 825 34 150 525 H 68
'y 3.0 200 800 732 128 400 3 34
‘e 2.6 587 487 368 2060 775 10 129
S EX ] 73 633 st 175 . 550 5 ¢
Sa ae 300 800 Ty 150 450 3 42
1 28 58% 487 330 250 800 12 136
e 2.8 733 §33 476 17 600 10 73
e 3.0 900 800 644 125 425 [ 33
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to 6 {feet. The most severe waves expected were those generated by the underwater delonaniors
themselves. The forces on the moor {rom these waves were cajculated, using the wave heigh's
and velocities estimated in Reference 21.

The required depth for the subsurface {loat was determined by calculating the orbita] motion
of normal surface waves at depth using the formulas (Reference 72):

Hd = HO e (27«d/L)
and
-« & g2
L = 2’_”!‘

where Hy is the diameter of the orbit at depth d; H, is the height of the surface wave {rom
trough to crest; L is the length of the wave from crest to crest; g is the acceleration o: grav-
ity, and T is the period of the wave. Thus, for periods of 2 and 9 seconds, the depth at which
the orbital mation is 1 percent of surface is approximately 60 and 300 feet, respectively. A
-depth of 150 feet for the subsurface float was selected as the best compromise between expected
extremes. Although the hydrostatic pressure at this depth is relatively insignUicant, calculated
overpressure due to the detonation required that close-in subsurface floats be capable of with-
standing pressures of about 2,000 psi. The maximum capability of the floats finally used in
these locations was calculated to be 1,450 psi, using a modified Timoshenko formula. This
strength proved sufficient. :

To maintain a deep moor on either a sloping or a flat bottom, the weight of the anchor used
by SIO (Reference 35) was doubled. The maximum horizontal force Fy that can be sustained
by the deep moor may be expressed as a function of the anchor weight in air W, as follows:

Fg = (bW~ T) cos 6 (f cos § ~ sin §) .
where b is the buoyancy factor characteristic of the anchor material; T is the vertical compo-
nent of tension in the mooring cable; § is the angle of the bottom; and f is the coefficient of ’
friction. Assuming an angle of friction of 45°, this maximum force was calculated for iron and
concrete weights on a number of bottom slopes (Figure 2.12). At the cable tensions and anchor
weights used (tension approximately 500 pounds, anchor weight approximately 1,500 pounds in
air), the difference in density between iron and concrete permits a smaller weight of iron to

be used for a given bottom reaction. Furthermore, the compact shapes obtainable with iron
weights permit greater lowering speeds.

Both minimum and maximum values for wind and water drag forces were calculated for the
coracle. The maximum case for water was calculated, using the profile drag coefficient for a
flat disk whose dlameter was equivalent to the coracle diameter at the waterline, and the pro-
file drag coefficient for a flat plate was used in calculating the maximum case for air. These
maximum and minimum drag forces on the coracle, presented in Table 2.3, bracket those ac-
tually observed for the winds or currents encountered (Figure 2.13). Similarly, the expected
drag forces on various possible mooring components were calculated for the assumed surface
and subsurface currents and are also summarized in Table 2.3. The maximum and minimum
excursions were then determined for a number of passible moors and are tabulated, together
with the approximate subsurface float depressions, in Tables 2.4 and 2.5. A safety factor
greater than that employed by SIO (Reference $5) was incorporated in the specified mooring
cable, since calculations showed that this increase was possible without materially altering
drag forces or cable costs.

Selection of the final moor represented a compromise between various opposing factors as
demonstrated for a 1,200-fathom moor in Figure 2.14. The final system is schematically rep-
resented in Figure 2.15. 1In brief, the specifications for the major components are from the
bottom up: a bottom detecting device (SIO drawing E-834), a No. 16 grapnel, a 1,500-pound
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anchor made of two railroad wheels, a 1! g-toli ~aivel, a wire clamp (SIO drawing A-832, X
dimension = 0.144 inch with a tolerance of + 0.000 to - 0.002 inch), a length of ® 5,-inch-
dizmeter cable determined by the depth of the moor (guaranteed ultimate tensile strength 3,300
pounds), a second wire clamp, 15 feet of J/is-inch-diameter wire rope, a second 1‘,’2-ton swivel,
a subsurface float of net buoyancy determined by the depth of moor, 300 feet of ’,"'z-inch nylon
line with 5- by 9-inch plastic floats as required. No attempt was made to insulate the various
components of the moor electrically. The deep moor is described in greater detail in Refer-
ence 73.

Since litde advantage could be gained through applying deep-anchoring techniques to the
shallow anchorages required for placement of coracles within Eniwetok lagoon, all such cor-
acles were moored to Navy Dan buoys by 150-foot pennants. This type of mooring is a stand-
ard Navy procedure requiring no special theoretical considerations. The major components
of the moor from the bottom up were: a 25-pound Danforth anchor, 30 feet of 3/,—inch chain,

a 15-pound concrete clump, 5 feet of ’,,-inch chain, a length of ‘/,-inch-diameter wire rope
dependent upon depth, and a standird Navy Dan buoy.

2.3.2 Properties and Placement of Coracles. Operational experience with the coracles is
reported in detail in Reference 73 and is, therefore, reviewed only briefly here. About an
hour was required for installation of a complete deep moor, starting from the time of the ship’s
approach run on a desired Jocation. Coracles could be handled over the side, using the ATF
ship’s boom if proper precautions were taken to protect the coracle from swinging against the
side. The accuracy of coracle placement was principally limited by the accuracy of the ship’s
navigating equipment at short range. For Wahoo, the placement accuracy for stations within
10,000 feet of surface zero was approximately =300 feet. Stations beyond 10,000 feet could be
placed within an ellipse with a 600-foot minor axis and a 1,000-foot major axis parallei to the
downwind leg of the array. The observed coracle excursions were within the calculated limits.
No variation with tide was discernible. The direction and extent of the observed excursions,
however, appeared entirely random; therefore, recalculation of the point of contact with the
bottom to effect more accurate station positioning was not possible. For Umbrella, an accu-
racy of +200 feet was obtained for all positions.

The coracle locations reported in Table 2.1 and plotted in various figures throughout this
report were determined from an analysis of photomosaic maps made at approximately H-1
hour and H+1 hour for Wahoo and by means of a series of pre- and postshot radar fixes for
Umbrella. Although 11 coracles for Shot Wahoo were found drifting, their positions during the
time of principal interest did not change more than about 300 feet. The drift rates for coracles
dragging their moors may be estimated from Wahoo recovery data presented in Table 2.6 and
the observed drift rates presented in Figure 2.16. Estimated positions for drifting coracles
are plotted for the first 6 hours after zero time in Figures 2.1 and 2.2.

During Shot Wahoo, roughly 70 percent of the deep moors failed. Of the 20 moors in posi-
tion at the time of detonation (2 were without coracles), only 7 at the more distant loca-
tions survived. The relatively slow drift rates observed indicated that most of these coracles
were dragging the greater portion of their mooring cable; therefore, it was presumed that
failure occurred near the bottom. At no time was there any evidence of dragging anchors.
Because of limitations on time, only one broken moor (DL 12.0) was completely recovered.
Inspection of the cable revealed a pure tension break at a depth of 5,000 feet with no sign of
kinking, corrosion, or abrasion. Failure of the moor at DL 18.3 was undoubtedly caused by
damage incurred prior to the shot, during a collision with one of the target vessels as it was
being towed into its final position. The reasons for failure of the remaining moors cannot be
precisely determined becanse of the lack of detailed information. Strain on the cable due to
waves or submarine avalanches caused by the detonation do not appear sufficient to have caused
failure. At locations closer than 3,500 feet, the violent upwelling of water after the detonation
may have created radial currents along the surface of sufficient magnitude to cause failure.
The drag due to the coracle alone in a current of 10 knots would be 3,500 pounds. However, on
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apit 26 CORACLE RECUVERY DATA. SHOT WARHOO

- Pusinion a1 Reenvery

i Bearing Distance Estimated Time

Nominal From From Recovers Time of Fulure Remarks

Position Surface Surface Wre Penmamt

Zero Zero
deg (true) date time date tume

U332 Aiongside EC-2 171501 16 1330 - Arrived at EC-2 approx-
\mately D - 1'4 hours

SR -1 257 9 a2 mu 17 1228 16 13X 17 0300

CL 3¢ 246 s, nme 1771440 14 1330 -

CL 4.8 151, 1,600 & 17 1604 - -

DL 232 7,000 17 181t - -

DLzt 243 T nom. 171443 16.1330 -

DL 135.3 253 15 n. mu. 17,1108 - 16,2130 Failure due w collision
with TG 7.3 vessel on
D-1 day

D 8.0 256 ;0o 17 1633 16 1330 - Huag up near bow of
DD-393 for approxi-
mately (0 bours

D 23.1 248 23,100 1 171418 - -

DR 4.5 256 244 n. ma. 17,1138 16 1330 16 1530

DR 9.0 Alongside YC-38 17 1400 16,1330 - Arrived at YC-5 no
eariier taan D - 4 hours

DR 14.4 265 14,400 0 51420 - -

DR 24.2 263 24,000 R 17 1830 - -

DRR 6.8 Aiongside YC-9 171400 16, 1330 - Arrived at YC-9 no
ear.er than D + 4 hours

DRR 12.8 276 12,800 fr 7°1408 - -

CR 4.1 288, 7,600 f1 17.142% 16./2140 -

CR 3.2 332 5,100 & 11,1501 - -

CR 6.¢ 291 13,800 ft 161838 1671330 16.'1730

TABLE 2.7 TIME OF ARRIVAL OF DEVICE-GENERATED WATER WAVES AT STATIONS

Calculated from Reference 74. Underiined times indicate the hughest wave when given.

M) = a drifting coracle. (CO 1.1 mini = an overturned coracle with estimated tume of
averturn. When no GITR record was obtained this est:male cannot be made.
. Time of Arriva) 1secs)
:g::;n:ln First Second Thirg Fourth Remarks
Wave Wave Wave Wwave
Wahoo:
Uz 48 T 91 109 D}
U 45 S5 80 103 121 O
CL 3.9 32 75 N 114 he]]
CL 4.6 55 a1 104 122
DL 7.1 69 102 128 150
D40 T4 109 137 160 ®)
DR 4.5 58 30 103 FE3y o:
DR 9.0 79 118 147 171 1]}
DRR 6.8 67 100 128§ b o}
CR 4.1 53 7 9% 116 D, €O .1 mins
CR 5.2 59 87 11l 130
CR 6.4 63 96 122 142 107}
Umbrella:
rv1.8 23 35 80 (€O 1.5 mun:
v2. 4l 8 91
U e 38 a3 107
CcL 31 —i4 70 93 €O L5 munm
CL 4.0 58 a3 7
CL&S 86 108 i3
DL 6.2 93 3 137
D2< 41 8 92 ICO 2.4 mun:
D 4.8 8 ) 112 (€O 1.5 mun
D65 93 113 137
DR 4.5 65 35 112 (€O 1.0 muni
DR .5 93 113 137
DRR 3.9 58 e 107 (€O 2.5 min
DRR 6.7 93 113 137
CR 2.7 44 =0 95 (€O 7. ac GITR
CR 4.9 58 83 107
CR 6.6 86 108 13
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Figure 2.16 Coracle drift rates.
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the basis of available photographic information, these surface currents carnot even be extended
to the closest coracles. Although the reason remains unknown, failures under similar conditions
in tie future can probably be prevented by using heavier mooring cable; cable dianeters as
large as Y, inch can be used without greatly increasing horizontal drag forces.

During Shot Umbrella, none of the moors failed; however, seven of the close-in coracles
overturned shortly after zero time. The precise reason for capsizing also remains a subject
for speculation. Device-generated water waves do not appear sufficient as a single agent. The
force on a coracle in a horizonta! attitude, due to the 100-knot water-laden winds observed
near surface zero, was estimated to be about 160 pounds. Increasing the water burden from
an assumed 3 to 100 gm, 'ft® of air and increasing the sail area to that of a coracle rolled 30°to
the horizontal raises this force to about 680 pounds. A force of this magnitude, if properly
applied, is capable of overturning a coracle. Without experimental measurements of metacen-
tric shift at high angles of inclination, a precise approach to this problem is not possible. It
seems unlikely, however, that the proper conditions for coracle overturn due to base surge
forces alone could have been reached. Perhaps, such base surge forces operating in conjunc-
tion with the turbulent water conditions existing inside the foam ring could have been sufficient
for capsizing.

If, in spite of the previous discussion, device-generated water waves are assumed to be the
reason for capsizing, their arrival times at the closer project stations have been calculated
using data presented by SIO in Reference 74 and are given in Table 2.7 for comparison with the
estimated time of overturn. Sometimes the time of overturn may be estimated from the GITR
record (Section 3.3.2}. In about half the cases a sharp decline in the peak dose rate is roughly
coincident with the calculated arrival of the device-generated waves, but the later GITR record
does not appear to be that of an overturned coracle. Sharp decreases in dose rate could also be
the result of a rapidly transiting radiocactive cloud. Inspection of the preliminary photographic
information appears to support this latter hypothesis. The estimated times of coracle overturn
have been arrived at through a careful comparison of all gamma records along a given line of
radial expansion and all currently available photographic information. In any event the estimated
times of overturn appear to be so late as to preclude action of base surge drag forces.
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Chapter 3

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

3.1 GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF THE DATA

In any consideration of the results presented in this and [ollowing chapters, a number of
points should be borne in mind. Because of the nature of weapon-effect tests, investigations
in the field must be conducted for single shots fired at a time that may not be convenient to the
individual project. This condition is not conducive to precise work, particularly in situations
requiring the maintenance of numerous stations over large areas of deep water, a situation
peculiar to this project. These difficulties were further augmented by the fact that little con-
crete information on the complex gamma fields associated with underwater nuclear detonations
existed during the planning and operative stages of the project. Nevertheless, the data obtained
and reported here, when taken as a whole, exhibits a degree of internal consistency that is sur-
prising considering the conditions under which it was collected. This consistency suggests
greater reliability than that indicated by the stated limits of accuracy that were established on
the basis of maximum possible experimental error.

Since, however, so little is currently known about gamma fields associated with underwater
nuclear detonations, some data that might otherwise have been omitted has been purposely in-
cluded. To interpret such data, the treatment has in some instances been carried beyond that .
warranted by statistical reliability., Special corrections have been applied, and certain portions
have been emphasized on the basis of an intimate knowledge of conditions existing in the field.
This extended treatment is based on the assumption that an estimate by persons completely
familiar with the project is better than no information whatever. In all such cases, the uncer-
tainties and assumptions are fully stated in the body of the report. The unmodified data is
presented in Appendix D.

It should be reiterated that in most instances the data contained in this report is considered
sufficient and presents a consistent and logical picture of both shots. All material contained.
in this report was obtained at fixed locations within the specific radiological environments gr -
erated by the two underwater nuclear detonations documented; therefore, its extension to other
devices and particularly to moving objects must be performed with special caution.

During Shot Wahoo, the project recovered an estimated 60 percent of the maximum possible
coracle data. This general index of success was arrived at by weighting each instrument ac-
cording to the relative importance of the data it obtained. Using the same arbitrary system of
evaluation, the project also recovered about 60 percent of the maximum possible data from the
target ships. These low figures are primarily due to the accidental {iring of all coracles on
D-1 day, to the limited number of FFP’s recovered, and to a power failure on the DD-474 and
DD-592 prior to the shot—all of which were beyond project control. Nine out of the 12 critical
stations re-armed the night of D—1 showed a high percentage of proper instrument operation,
thus, a fairly complete gamma-field history can be reconstructed with the help of photographic
data. Although essentially no significant data was recovered from FFP’s on this shot, the proj-
ect at least demonstrated that it was operatiomally feasible to obtain supplementary data in this
manner. All correlation between free-field radiation and that occurring aboard ships must be
based on the EC-2 and DD-593 records supported by film pack information {rom the DD-474
and DD-392.

An estimated 80 percent of the maximum possible data {rom the coracle and FFP array was
recovered daring Shot Umbrella. Although some project instrumentation aboard the DD-474
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was v damaged due to shock or base surge action, an estimated 90 percent of the maxi-
mu - data was recovered {rom the target ships. Most of the records cotained {rom
ove: .oracles are considered valid, Since the most important phase of base surge transit
was often completed prior to overturn and since an apparently accurate although attenuated rec-
ord of airborne radiation fields was obtained after overturn. There was, unfortunately, a high
percentage of instrument failure during Umbrella due to a combination of cable failure and ex-
hausted batteries. Both these difficulties can be partially attributed to the accidental {iring
during Wahoo, since the project supply of batteries was depleted and instrument cables neces-
sarily received rough handling under the less-than-ideal re-arming conditions extant on the
fantail of the USS Munsee. Because of these failures, little data exists on the downwind leg in
the neighborhood of the DD-593; however, the highly successful FFP operation permits the
constraction of isodose vontours in this area. With the help of photographic data, these con-
tours can be used to interpret the DD-593 records.

In summary, the data obtained by the project comprises:

1. Records of the total gamma dose rate as a function of time from unshielded detectors
installed aboard 14 coracles and 2 target ships for Wahoo, and aboard 17 coracles and 4 target
ships for Umbrella. These were recorded on magnetic tape for a period of 12 hours or longer
after detonation and have an estimated accuracy of =30 percent after correction for detector
response.

2. A series of incremental collections of deposited activity taken at uniform time intervals
after zero time at 11 coracle locations for Wahoo and at 13 coracle locations and 1 ship for
Umbrella. These collections were counted for gamma activity after recovery of the coracles;
hawever, since the degree of fractionation is largely unknown, the estimated activity at the
time of deposition could be in error by an order of magnitude.

3. Records of the early gamma dose rate as a function of time with high time resolution
from coracles at 2 locations for Wahoo and at 10 locations for Umbrella. These were recorded
with a time resolution of 0.1 msec on magnetic tape for a period of approximately 80 seconds
after detonation and are probably accurate to within z 30 percent when corrected for detector
response. :

4. Records of the underwater gamma dose rate as a function of time from detectors placed
below the ocean surface at 7 locations for Wahoo and at 4 locations for Umbrella. These
were recorded on magnetic tape for a period of 12 hours after detonation with an estimated ac-
curacy of +30 percent after correction for detector response.

S. Total gamma dose accumulated during the radiclogical event measured by film packs at
all coracle locations and at approximately 20 locations aboard each target ship for both shots.
FUm pack data was also obtained at 10 additional locations within the Wahoo array and at 62
additional locations within the Umbrella array. The accuracy of the film dose is at least
£ 20 percent.

Additional samples collected primarily for other projects included total and time-based
fallout collections and exposed test panels aboard the DD-392 for Umbreila only. Gross col-
lections of fallout deposited on a 2'4-ft? area were obtained from time of fallout arrival to 1
hour after detonation by OCC collectors, and from time of arrival to time of cessation by AOC
collectors. Standard test panels were exposed over the same time period specified for OCC
collections. A series of {allout collections made at a constant sampling rate of 10 ft¥ min were
obtained for a sequence of 10- and 2-minute sampling intervais.

Aboard the DD-593, additional OCC collections and exposed standard test panels were ob-
tained for Wahoo and Umbrella.

For greater convenience, information on shot yields and positions, together with meteor-
ological conditions prevailing at the time of detonation have been obtained from the best
available sources (References 75 through 81) and are summarized in Table 3.1. Similar
data for Shots Baker and Wigwam and a summary of attendant radiation phenomena are
presented in Appendix E.

Lkl Page 78 was deleted
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3.1.1 Data Reduction. A discussion of data reduction is presented here to indicate tie .
tations and accuracy of the results. More detailed treatment, if required, will be found in
particular section dealing with each aspect of the phenomenon. The main body of the Proje
2.3 results are dependent upon GITR measurements and subsequent readout by the GITOUT
vice. Because of the nature of the two shots studied, all other measurements were found t«
of secondary importance. Therefore, matters of principal interest are GITR response cor
tions, errors and limitations due to the GITOUT, and possible errors due to time resolutio
plotting, and plot-reading procedures.

As described in detail in Section C.1 of this report, the directional response of the GITR
detectors was determined using a number of X-ray energies, a Cs'*' source, and a Co® so
(Figures 1.4, C.2, and C.3). Al detectors were calibrated before and after each shot, usir
30°-beam, 120-curie Cs'¥ source, which was directed toward the top of the detector dome
direction of the calibrating source is designated as zero degrees in all response plots). Al
components were precisely positioned; thus, the calibration procedure accurately reproduc
detector response to a known source carefully alined with the vertical axis of the detecting
chamber. The high-range chamber showed an appreciable increase in response when posit:
at right angles to the calibration beam; thus, it was necessary to apply a correction factor
the case of a detector completely surrounded by a radiating source.

An integrated detector response was determined by weighting each measured response fc
given 5° segment by the total solid angle subtended by that segment. The reciprocal of this
integrated response thus represented a correction factor that normalized the total response
unity. Since the maximum roll of a coracle is 45° and since the principal radiating source
found to be airborne material, the total response for the vertically mounted standard GITR
numerically integrated over a figure of revolution representing the measured directional re
sponse from 0°to 135° Thus, the factors employed in this report correct for radiation inc
dent over 3.41: rather than 47 steradians (a response normalized to 47 steradians would be
and 4 percent greater than those reported for the high- and low-range chambers, respectiv.

Since the detectors for both the ASEL and UW-GITR’s were mounted with their axes of &
metry in the horizontal plane, at least half the effects due to roll would cancel out; thus, co
rection factors for these detectors were approximated by those for a 47 response. A weigh
average of the detector response was determined both for the effects of roll and for attenua
due to the coracle itself in these two latter cases. Both calculations resulted {n only small
deviations {from the 4% response. Because the UW detector case was wrapped in the instrur
control cable, a 2-percent attenuation factor was applied when it was used as a secondary (
A simple 47 response was employed for the UW-GITR when used underwater.

Correction factors were calculated for each energy for which directional response meas:
ments had been made and were then combined by weighting each factor in accordance with t.
gamma energy groupings for instantaneous thermal neutron fission of U?® (Reference 83).
final correction factors, which were nearly equal to those determined for the Co®® direction
response, are presented in Table 3.2. These correction factors have been applied to all GI
data presented in this report; the original gamma dose rates may be obtained {rom tabulate
or plotted data by applying the reciprocal of the appropriate factor.

These correction factors are strictly applicable only to the case of a uniform radiating ¢
completely surrounding the detector, a condition that is most closely approximated during
dose rates. The actual response of the GITR will vary as the radiating cloud approaches ar
departs; however, for the conditions encountered during these events, this variation is alw:
less than the stated limits of accuracy. Since neither the distribution of radioactive materi
within the base surge, nor the velocity of approach is accurately known, no attempt has bee
made to correct for changes in total response due to moving sources.

Although no directional response corrections for source movement were made, the diffe
ences between ASEL and std-GITR dose rate records at early times can be partially explair
by this means (Section 3.2). The differences in detector response during the approach of a
finite source are shown in Figures 3.1 through 3.3. These responses were determined as
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viously described by using the data in Section C.2 and assuming that the total incident rrdiatic
was contained within the same angle at each detector. The integrated response {or various a
sumed angles was then normalized to a response of unity for a completely surrounded detecto
Sirce the ASEL and sec-GITR response is equivalent to a figure of revolution whose axis is
parallel to the ocean surface, only variation in the horizontal angle subtended by the source
causes a difference in response. Conversely, since the std-GITR response {s analogous toc a
figure of revolution perpendicular to the ocean surface, only variation in the vertical angle
subtended causes a change in response. For greater convenience, the assumed angles have
been converted to the distance at which base surges of various assumed dimensions would sut
tend 2 similar angle at the detector. These calculations are presented as alternate scales be
neath the scale of assumed angles.

The importance of the gamma-intensity time records requires a more detailed description
of the limits of accuracy imposed by the detecting system and readout procedure. The stated
limits of accuracy are =30 percent except at peak dose rate where the accuracy becomes inde
terminate. Because the std-GITR is a recycling dosimeter, it tends to average out rapid
changes in dose rate. This defect i{s an essential characteristic of the detecting device and
cannot be rectified; thus, all peak dose rates reported are probably lower than the actual peal
rates by an indeterminate amount. The ionization chambers can respond accurately to dose
rates as high as 500,000 r/hr; however, their associated electrometer circuits begin to intro.
duce appreciable recycling errors at rates above 87,500 r 'hr for the 12-hour GITR. In most
instances the GITR record can be used to rates of about 100,000 r,/ 'hr with errors ranging he-
tween 2 and 7 percent. At higher rates the spacing of individual radiation pulses on the mag-
netic tape becomes too close for resolution, and the record is said to be saturated,

The information on these tapes is in the form of two channels of radiation pulses (Appendi>
F) and one channel of timing pulses. Each radiation pulse on the high-range channel represe
a dose increment of 0.243 r; for the low-range channel the value is one-thousandth of the high
range increment. The time channel consists of a square-wave pulse created by a mechanical
timing motor every J.75 seconds. Dose rate was obtained from GITR tapes utilizing the GIT(
in one of two possible ways: (1) the f{ixed-interval-counting method, and (2) the time-between
pulses method. Since the GITR tape transport operates at a nonstandard speed and since the
GITOUT was constructed of standard commercial elements, the slowest transport speed for
readout is 3.75 in/sec or 15 times the speed at which the 12-hour GITR records. Therefore,
when considering GITOUT procedures, a careful distinction must always be made between pla
back time and real time.

The {ixed-interval-counting method was used most frequently. The length of the counting
interval is determined by the timing channel, the shortest interval being 3.75 seconds of real
time. During each counting interval, all radiation pulses are summed by a digital counter.
At the end of each interval, the cumulated total is printed out, and the summation operation i
simultaneously switched to a second digital counter so that the tapes can be monitored contim
ously. Average dose rate in r/hr over a counting interval of 3.75 seconds is obtained by mul
tiplying the sum of the radiation pulses accumulated by 233 for the high-range channel and by
one-thousandth of this value for the low-range channel. The GITOUT can reproduce dose rat
to an accuracy of +1 radiation pulse per counting interval; thus, the accuracy of the fixed-
interval counting method for dose rates represented by less than 10 radiation pulses per inte:
val is no better than =10 percent.

The time-between-pulse method of readout is highly accurate at any dose rate but has disa
vantages in that it is more time consuming than the fixed-interval counting method and fre-
quently requires electronic tape stretching. Dose rate is determined directly by measuring
the time required to accumulate the preset dose increments, i.e., 0.243 r or 0.243 mr. Tota
running time, however, must now be determined by summing all time intervals instead of
simply multiplying the mimber of intervals by a constant as in the fixed-interval method. Fu
thermore a minimum of 200 msec is required to complete any given print-out cycle. As the
dose rate increases, the spacing between radiation pulses on the tape decreases. At the min
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mum tape transport speed of the GITOUT, the time interval between successive radi... .
pulses can become shorter than 200 msec, at which point radiation puises will te lost auring
the print-out operation. Thus, the maximum dose rates that can be read out by the time-
between-pulse method without electronic stretching are 280 r 'hr and 280 mr, hr for the high-
and low-range channels, respectively. Higher dose rates can be read out only after tapes are
rerecorded at speeds higher than those used for the original recording so that the physical
spacing between radiation pulses on the tape is expanded. This process is called electronic
stretciing. The time-between-pulse method was used for all ASEL tapes and on all NRDL
tapes in the 100- to 2,000-r /hr dose rate range where difficulties resulted from the crossover
between the low- and high-range channels. All peak dose rates were measured by a modified
time-between-pulse method in which a sweep-calibrated oscilloscope trace of the radiation
pulses was photographed in the neighborhood of peak and the minimum distance between suc-
cessive pulses converted to peak rate (Reference 66).

The direct plotting capability of the GITOUT was used only to obtain qualitative dose rate
information for the preliminary report (ITR-1621). All GITR dose rates reproduced in this
report were obtained by converting digital print-out information into dose rate, which was then
plotted against the total number of counting intervals converted from playback to real time.
For the ASEL records, digital time-between-pulse information was converted to dose rate us-
ing a calibration curve {or each detector (Section C.2). The resulting dose rates were similar-
ly plotted against real time. This readout and plotting procedure is estimated to be within the
stated limits of accuracy.

For the higher dose rates, the time resolution of radiation pulses is approximately =10
msec on the NRDL tapes, whereas the resolution on the ASEL tapes is 0.1 msec. Although
high resolution is possible between any two events on a given tape, the time of the entire gam-
ma record relative to zero time for the detonation cannot be as precisely determined. The
project received EG&G radio signals at minus 5 minutes, minus 1 minute, and minus 5 sec-
onds, the two latter sigrals being used to determine time relative to zero time. According to
EG&G (References 84 and 85), the accuracy of these keyed signals is = 0.05 second relative to
zero time; however, a delay as great as 0.25 second can be experienced between the time of
the keyed signal and closure of the signal relay in the EG&G radio receiver. All delays in the
coracle control box are at least an order of magnitude less than those enumerated. Zero time
for the ASEL tapes was determined on the assumption that this instrument received its start-
ing signal at minus 5 seconds; the accuracy of this assumption {s within +0.05 to —0.30 second.
Zero time for all NRDL tapes was determined by means of a timing blank which started at
minus 1 minute and ceased at minus 5 seconds (Section 2.2.7). Although this procedure syn-
chronized all instruments within a coracle, it did not permit the determination of zero time
with an accuracy greater than £1.25 seconds.

All gamma dose rates were plotted on semilogarithmic paper, and straight lines were drawn
between the points. These plots were later used to calculate the cumulative dose by a process
of numerical integration. Both the use of semilogarithmic presentation and the construction of
straight lines on such a plot contain inherent errors that depend on the actual shape of the dose
rate curve. In determining cumulative doses, a linear dose rate function was assumed over
each increment of time. [f the dose rate is actually a logarithmic function of time, then the
logarithmic presentation {s correct, but the linear averaging technique employed is high by a
factor dependent upon the distance between data points. If, on the other hand, the dose rate is
actually a linear function of time, then construction of straight lines on a semilogarithmic plot
is incorrect and the linear averaging is low by a factor dependent upon the distance between
data points. However, a high density of plotted points reduces the errors inherent in either
assumption.

For the linear averaging technique employed, the area under the curve can be as much as
30 percent low for a time interval so selected that the dose rate falls exactly midway between
two plotted points a decade apart. If the separation of the plotted points is reduced by a factor
of 10, the calculated area under the curve would be 2.4 percent low, with continued increases
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TABLE 33

SUMMARY OF TIME ADJUSTMENTS

Nominal

Shect Position Instrument Time Change Basis for Change
Wahoo CL4.8 ASEL-GITR Matched with No timing channel.
std-GITR
Wahoo CR4.1 ASEL-GITR Retarded 5 Matched with std-GITR
seconds record to show first
pulse at known time of
surfacing of explosion
bubble.
Umbrella Ul.8 std-GITR Advanced Matched with ASEL-
3 seconds record.
Umbrella v2.7 ASEL-GITR Advanced Changed so that the time
S seconds of arrival agreed with
other upwind stations and
with velocity of approach
determined from rate of
rise (Section 3.3.4).
Umbreila D2.7 ASEL-GITR Matched with No timing channel.
std-GITR
Umbrella CR4.9 std-GITR Advanced Matched with ASEL-
2 seconds record.
84
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tion was observed, a period of greatly reduced radiation intensity is clearly indicated. To
emphasize this reduced rate, the following criteria were used. When the peak dose rate ex-
ceeded the next plotted point by a factor of 10 and the interval between the two points was greater
than 10 seconds, a minimum dose rate Ry, was defined for the interval by:

th
m = ——

where R; is the dose rate indicated by the plotted point terminating the interval and Rpk is the
peak dose rate starting the interval. A point on this minimum dose rate line was then selected
so that the area under the figure formed by connecting the peak dose rate, the selected point,
and the terminating dose rate was the same as thit obtained when the terminating dose rate was
assumed constant over the whole interval. Simple geometric considerations demonstrate that
such a point is uniquely determined. This treatment is admittedly arbitrary, but it at least
approximates the true shape of the dose rate function more closely than the straight line con-
nection, which is obviously in error. Although such treatment is also warranted for the other
initial peaks reported, it has not been applied since both the peak rates and the time intervals
involved were small enough so that the additional refinement appeared unnecessary.

The early gamma records presented in Figures 3.5 through 3.31 are in excellent general
agreement. No correction has been made for deposit dose, since this correction may be safely
ignored (Section 3.3.1). The records show a number of initial peaks followed by a period of
essentially no radiation and then by a rapid increase to peak dose rate. The {irst part of this
increase is always steeper than the latter part. This latter, more gradual rise is undoubtedly
due to the approach of the base surge and its subsequent envelopment of the detector. By
superimposing these early gamma records, it i{s generally apparent that a similar series of
events occurs during both shots, the Umbrella sequence being about 10 to 20 seconds earlier.

The records obtained from different instruments at the same station show some interesting
differences that are attributed to variations in detector response. The difference between the
ASEL- and std-GITR records at Stations CL 4.6 and CR 4.1 on Wahoo and at Station DRR 3.9
on Umbrella are of particular interest (Figures 3.7, 3.9, and 3.23). These records show that,
although both instruments record nearly the same peak dose rate, the rise in dose rate record-
ed by the ASEL-GITR always lags behind that of the std-GITR, this eifect being greatest for
CL 4.6 and least for DRR 3.9. In the confusion of the emergency re-arming for Wahoo, the
ASEL detectors were erronecusly oriented so that surface zero subtended an area of low direc-
tional response (Figures C.5 and C.7; direction of surface zero in these figures is 180° and 0°
for detectors at CL 4.6 and CR 4.1, respectively). These orientations are confirmed by photo-
graphs taken during instrument recovery after Wahoo. Inthe case of DRR 3.9 for Umbrella,
the coracle was so positioned by the wind that an area of low response was directed toward the
hot line (Appendix F and Figures C.5 and C.7; direction of hot line in these figures is 0°). There-
fore, it is possible that the differences between the ASEL- and std-GITR records are the result
of differences in directional response made evident by the approach of base surge.

An application of the calculated detector responses (Figures 3.1 through 3.3) for the total
angle subtended by an approaching base surge brings the two instruments {nto closer agreement,
but complete agreement cannot be achieved until surge dimensions of 300 feet are assumed.
This type of hypothetical approach suffers from the fact, inherent in the mathematical model,
that the dimensions of the assumed radiating cloud varies as a function of distance to the detec-
tor unless it is agsumed to lag a certain distance behind the visible base surge boundary. This
lag distance ts approximately 1,000 feet in all three cases, a distance which is {n accord with
other observations discussed more fully in Section 3.3.2. Photographic records indicate much
larger maximum dimensions for the visible base surge; however, there are many indications
(Sections 3.3.2, 3.3.4, and 3.4.1) that radicactive material is not uniformly distributed through-
out the visible surge. No particular emphasis is placed on these speculations except to note
that highly radioactive clouds of small dimensions are not impossible, .and that these and other
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¢ ..sider. ~ften strongly suggest their existence. Usually the ASEL- and std-GITR’s are
in close * since, when properly oriented toward surface zero, there are only small
differenc .ponse as a radioactive cloud approaches.

A seconc . ..erence shown by both the sec- and ASEL-GITR’s with respect to the std-GITR
is best illustrated by the records obtained from Umbrella Stations D 4.8 and DRR 3.9 (Figures
3.21 and 3.23). The ASEL- and sec-GITR's track each other after the peak dose rate but rise
above the std-GITR trace. Similar differences are also seen for some records at 0 to 15 min-
utes and 0 to 6 hours presented in Sections 3.3.2 and 3.3.5. Although changes in detector re-
sponse as the radiating cloud recedes might be a contributing factor, these differences are
most probably due to the combined effect of radiocactive material on coracle surfaces and in
the water immediately surrounding the coracle. The center of the sensitive volume for the
std-GITR stands 14.7 inches above the coracle deck whereas those for the sec-GITR and the
ASEL-GITR are about 3 inches above the deck; thus, the relative effect of deck deposits is
greater for the lower detectors. An empirically determined curve {Figure C.18) indicates that
the response of the lower detectors should be about three times that of the std-GITR. The
ratio between the recorded dose rates for these instruments at Stations D 4.8 and DRR 3.9 does
approach this value as the downwind segment of the base surge recedes. Radioactivity in the
water can cause an even greater difference between the std- and sec-GITR records and is un-
doubtedly the principal cause at later times; however, at these early times the visible boundary
of white water (Appendix F) has not yet reached these stations. Unfortunately, the combined
effects of overturn, washoff at close-in positions, and the relatively light deposition over the
more distant array afford insufficient opportunity to check this hypothesis.

The remaining differences in the composite records cannot yet be satisfactorily explained.
The flat plateau shown by the ASEL-GITR at Station CL 3.1 on Umbrella (Figure 3.16) may have
been produced by a radiating cloud that passed off to the right of the station through a region of .
low directional response; however, the suggestion raises nearly as many difficulties as it
solves. The 15-second dip occurring between 32 and 47 seconds in the sec-GITR record at
Station D 2.7 on Umbrella (Figure 3.20) may be due to capsizing, although this possibility
seems unltkely, since the std-GITR record appears reasonable until 2.4 minutes.

The early gamma records obtained abvard the target ships are not necessarily comparable
with those obtained from the coracles, because little is known of the directional response of
GITR’s installed in such complex surroundings. The shipboard records are in general agree-
ment with those obtained from the co.acles although most of the Umbrella records are {ncom-
plete because of saturation. The maximum dose rates for some saturated records have been
estimated from the records of GITR’s installed inside the ships by Project 2.1 (Reference 86)
and are presented on the appropriate plots. ’

The initial radiation recorded at stations closer than 6,000 feet during both Wahoo and Um-
brella was a sharp peak in dose rate occurring at about the time the explosion bubble first
reached the ocean surface. Usually it was recorded as a single radiation pulse by both the
ASEL- and std-GITR’s. Unfortunately, the first radiation pulse on an ASEL record cannot be
considered valid, since any leakage occurring between the warmup signal at minus 5 minutes
and the first pulse must be included as an indeterminate part of the initial dose increment.
Consequently, the initial dose rate peak has been omitted from the ASEL records except when
substantiated by more than one radiation pulse. All initial dose rates obtained from the ASEL
records have been included in Table 3.4 and in Figure 3.4 to show the extent of scatter. Be-
cause the std-GITR ion chambers are recharged by the minus-5-second signal, their records
are considered reliable. Although a plot of these initial dose rates versus distance exhibits
considerable scatter, the std-GITR peaks and some of the ASEL peaks are reasonably approxi-
mated by a straight line whose slope is similar to that for the attenuation of gamma radiation
with distance irom a distributed source of mixed f{ission products at early time (Figure 3.4).
Note that the initial dose rate peaks measured by the ASEL-GITR at Stations CL 4.6 and CR
4.1 during Wahoo (Figures 3.7 and 3.9), both of which are substantiated by more than one radi-
ation pulse, show an attenuation with distance that is toc great uniess a point source of radiation
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is assumed. All initial dose rate data is summarized in Table 3.4. The variation in the time

of ‘al peak is probably due to errors in determining true zero time on individual GITR
re s, the initial peak dose rates for Umbrella are plotted without decay correction.
Tc " the initial dose rate peaks for Wahoo in the average time of the initial

peaks (2.3 seconds) has been corrected to the average time of the Umbrella peaks (1.6 seconds)
using a decay curve recently determined (Section B.2 and Reference 87).

Unfortunately, the station density is too low to permit any conclusions; however, the follow-
ing observations can be made: (1) a period of low radiation intensity definitely follows an initial
dose rate peak that appears to be associated with the surfacing of the explosion bubble, and (2)
there is the sugpestion that this initial radiation was registered at greater distances during
Umbrella. The single Wahoo station between radial distances of 4,600 to 6,000 feet did not
register an initial dose rate peak, whereas three out of three stations in this same range of
distances registered such a peak during Umbrella.

The existence of a period of low radiation intensity after the initial dose rate peak poses
some difficult questions. The decline in dose rate immediately after the initial peak is too
abrupt to be caused solely by decay and therefore implies some sort of shielding between the
source and the detector. Rough calculations indicate that the amount of water comprising the
plumes and column cannot afford sufficient shielding to produce the observed effects. There-
fore some physical action that accomplishes the temporary submergence of the principal radi-
ating source below the ocean surface appears to be required. Further speculation is left to
those more familiar with the hydrodynamics of these events. Because of the extremely short
duration of the initial radiation, little can be inferred concerning the true initial dose or the
shape of the initial dose rate peak. The data obtained from the coracles strongly suggests that
the true peak is much sharper than that reconstructed by Project 2.1 (Reference 86); their data
is, however, the best available until more precise measurements can be made.

The second portion of the early gamma record {s the dose due to shine (Appendix F) from
the column and approaching base surge. Photographic evidence (Reference 88) indicates that
for Wahoo the primary plumes reached maximum height at 15.5 seconds (maximum height of
secondary plumes at 30.5 seconds), and the base surge was clearly distinguishable by about
25 seconds; for Umbrella the column reached its average maximum height at 15 seconds, and
the base surge was clearly distinguishable at about 13 seconds. On both shots a steep rise in
dose rate occurs before the time of base surge emergence established by photographs. This
{irst steep rise may also be associated with the initial surfacing of the explosion bubble. For
Wahoo it is more pronounced and is usually followed by a short plateau, which is terminated at
about the time of base surge emergence by a more gradual increase in dose rate. For Um-
brella it is evident only as a change in slope, which again corresponds roughly to base surge
emergence. Using the times of arrival (TOA) defined in Section 3.3.4, the cumulative dose
from zero time to TOA has been calculated as an estimate of the shine dose. For greater con-
venience, the cumulative dose due to initial radiation, shine and the total dose to 1 minute are
presented in Table 3.5. Because of its short duration, the initial radiation dose must also be
regarded as an estimate. This initial dose i8 considered too uncertain to justify the construc-

tion of isodose contours. Contours of cumulative dose at 1 minute may be found in Section 3.3.3.

3.3 GAMMA RADIATION FIELDS RESULTING FROM
AIRBORNE RADIOACTIVE MATERIAL

As stated in the introduction of this report, radiation from the airborne radioactive material
may be divided into radiation from (1) the base surge, (2) the column and transiting cloud, and
(3) material deposited from either of these two sources. The deposited material may be further
subdivided into that deposited on retentive surfaces and that deposited in the ocean where mixing
can occur. Radiation fields resulting from the airborne radicactive material specifically ex~
clude those due to waterborne radioactive material, shine from the column, and secondary
fallout, which is improbable in the case of an underwater burst. The two latter sources did not
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make significant contributions to the gross gamma {ields observed; however, radiation due to
radioactive water remains a possible undetected addition to the free-field dose at the close-in
stations. Consequently, the discussion of the gamma dose rate resulting from deposited radio-
active material remaining suspended in the surface water layer is extended to include radiation
from the passage or upwelling of water directly contaminated by the nuclear device even though
such discussion is not properly included in this section.

3.3.1 Deposited Radioactive Material. The fact that any detector records the summation of
radiation received from airborne, waterborne, and deposited material requires that at least
two of these.three potential sources be individually evaluated. Consequently, considerable
effort was devoted to the prediction and assessment of possible deposited and waterborne radi-
ation. In the light of the results from Wahoo and Umbrella, these efforts may appear to have
been unnecessary; however, the very fact that the large deposits expected did not occur is in
itself of particular significance. This fact has therefore been substantiated by all available
evidence in addition to that obtained from the IC collections themselves. These measurements
were not originally intended to provide such information, and thus, precision is understandably
lacking. Evidence proving the deposit dose to be tactically unimportant is provided by: (1) the
IC collections, (2) the standard GITR records after passage of the base surge, and (3) radiac
meter surveys of the coracles upon recovery.

The relative contribution of the deposited material to the gross gamma field may be esti-
mated {rom the data presented in Table 3.6 in which all values are converted to std-GITR
response. The GITR and meter survey readin;s have been brought to a common time of 1
minute, using the ionization chamber decay curve in Reference 89 extended to early time by
normalization with the decay curve in Reference 36 (Section B.2). For brevity, this combined
decay curve is hereafter referred to as the standard decay curve. The IC collections were
also corrected to the common time of 1 minute by a method described later. :

A plot of the deposit dose rate estimated from meter survey data versus distance from sur-
face zero (Figure D.34) shows no significant variation with distance, a fact which suggests that
the meter survey readings are not representative of the deposition phenomena. The meter
survey data indicates rather that the general background on Wahoo was approximately 10 times
higher than on Umbrella. This increase in background, which was detected in other data (see
Figure D.35), is attributed to the fact that Eniwetok Atoll was subjected to secondary fallrut
just prior to Wahoo from Shot Koa fired at Bikini. If Koa is accepted as the origin, the appli-
cation of the standard decay curve on the assumption that the material was deposited from
Wahoo is obviously false, and consequently the high meter survey estimates for Wahoo cannot
be accepted. Even i meter survey estimates are accepted, they are less than 3 percent of
the recorded peak dose rate at stations that were transited by the base surge.

The std-GITR records after passage of the base surge provide a better estimation of the
deposit dose (Appendix F). A background dose rate after passage of the base surge was select-
ed from each gamma record at a time not later than 3 hours after zero time and in a region

where there was no immediate evidence of sources other than material deposited on the coracle -

decks. This background dose rate was then corrected by means of the standard decay curve
(Appendix F) to the rate of 1 minute after zero time. A plot of these deposit dose rates (Fig-
ures 3.32 and 3.33) shows some scatter, which must be expected when all positions are repre-
sented without wind corrections, but which may also resuit from bodies of waterborne radio-
active material in the neighborhood of the coracle. Nevertheless, the plotted points show some
dependence on distance from surface zero and thus are more acceptable as an indication of dep-
osition phenomena. If only points from downwind stations are considered, a straight line may
be drawn through the points from the Wahoo close-in stations. Unfortunately, due to the large
number of overturned coracies, there are almost no close-in points for Umbrella; however, a
straight line parallel to that drawn through the Wahoo data fits the few Umbrella points reason-
ably well. U these straight line piots are accepted, the deposit dose rate may be approximated
by the expression:
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where Dy is the deposit dose rate at some distance d, D, is an intercept constant representing
a virtual deposit dose rate at zero distance, and o is a constant representing the decrease in
deposit dose rate with distance. For the data presented in Figures 3.32 and 3.33 these constan:s
are: a = 3.6 x 1074 ft=!, D, = 5,400 r/hr at 1 minute for Wahoo, and Dy = 260 r/hr at 1 min-
ute for Umbrella. These plots cannot be considered in themselves sufficient evidence for an
exponential decrease of deposited material with distance, but they do indicate that there is es-
sentially no significant deposition beyoad 15,000 feet for Wahoo and at 11,000 feet for Umbrella.
The value of Dy for Wahoo is 21 times that for Umbrella, which could be caused by the com-
bined effect of a heavier Wahoo deposition and the higher general background for all Wahoo
samples. Total depositions over the shot arrays estimated from IC collections do not, however,
indicate a significantly greater deposition after Wahoo. Finally, the few data points along up-
wind and crosswind radii show an abrupt decrease in deposit dose with distance as might well

be expected.

The sum of IC collections attributed to base surge plotted against distance from surface zero
(Figure 3.34) shows even wider scatter yet a similar decrease with distance. A straight line
with nearly the same slope as that obtained {rom the GITR background data may be drawn through
the Wahoo points; the slope and intercept values are: a = 3.0 x 1074 ft™! and D, = 1,100 r, hr
at 1 minute. The fact that this line appears to fit the Umbrella data points is undoubtedly coin-
cidental. I the close-in Umbreila stations are ignored, the Umbrella IC collections show little
tendency to vary with distance {from surface zero and are again about a factor of 10 lower than
the Wahoo collections.

In the case of Station U 2.7 on Umbrella, the very large IC collection suggests that this sta-
tion was involved in primary throwout (Appendix F). The additional fact that the early collec-
tions made at this station exhibit a decay curve that {s characteristic of depositions accompanied
by large amounts of water would seem to bear out this assumption. Photographic evidence for
Umbrella is poor, but anzlysis of Wahoo plume trajectories (Figure 3.35) would indicate that the
maximum throwout radius for that shot is about 1,800 feet. The possibility of a greater throwout
radius existing for Umbrella appears unlikely; therefore, this explanation for the large collection
at U 2.7 is not acceptable.

Collections made abdard the DD-592 platform also indicafe such a heavy deposit accompéanied”
by large amounts of water (Section 3.5.2). Reference 90 postulates that heavy rains of short
duration fall from the base surge soon after its formation, the exact time being dependent upon
the average size of the original base surge droplets. Although the time of both observed depo-
sitions is much earlier than that calculated in Reference 90, it is still possible that these two
stations were exposed to such rainfall if original droplets of 20 to 50 microns are assumed.

On the basis of these two records, heavy rains possibly accompanied by large amounts of radio-
active material may be postulated to distances of 3,000 + 500 feet. Such heavy deposition of
water would probably cross-contaminate (Appendix F) the uppermost IC trays, which may ac-
count for the fact that these IC collections appear to have continued after passage of the base
surge (Figures 3.48, 3.61, and 3.62). I such deposition actually did occur, the meter survey
and the GITR background data indicate that the majority of this material washed off the coracle
decks, probably within a short space of time.

The IC trays were counted in an end-window gamma counter, consisting of a 1}}-inch-diam-
eter Nal thallium-activated crystal, ’/, inch thick, mounted in a lead shield (Technical Associ-
ates Lead Shield, Model LS-6) with appropriate photomultiplier and scaling circuits (Nuclear
Instrument and Chemical Corporation, Model 162 scaler backed up with a Model 182 scaler).
The crystal was shielded with !, inch of aluminum to eliminate all contributions from beta
activity. All trays were counted on Shelf 5 (distance: 84 mm from shelf support to bottom of
crystal); the efficiency for gamma 0.7-Mev photons is approximately 0.35 percent for this posi-
tion. The efficiency of the crystal system for a given sample can best be determined empiri-
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cally, since counting efficiency is greatly influenced by the soft gamma spectra of the sample.
Because the IC data presented in the body of this report has been greatly modified to permit
interpretation of the GITR records, all observed tray counts, together with an approximate
spectral response of the crystal counter are presented in Sections C.3 and D.2.

To compare the IC collections with the GITR records, both observations had to be brought
to a common time, a correction that afforded particular difficulty, since at first inspection
each separate collection appeared to exhibit an individual decay. However, after detailed com-
parison of the various individual decays (described in Section 3.5.1), it was found that nearly
all observed decays for both Wahoo and Umbrella IC collections could be approximated by a
family of five curves (Figure 3.368). If the apparent dependence upon time of collection is ac-
cepted, criteria based on known conditions of sampling can be established for the selection of
a specific decay curve for a given IC collection. Thus, these empirically determined decay
curves offer a means of correcting the observed tray counts to time of deposition, which is an
imnprovement over the application of a single calculated decay curve for all sampies.

The fact that the observed decay curves when normalized at 22 days again approach each
other to within a factor of 3 at 0.2 day, permits the assumption that the relative magnitude of
the tray counts at 0.2 and 22 days must also be the same within a factor of 3 regardless of the
decay curve actually followed by the individual collections. Usually, the tray counts were made
at 2 and at 6 days, times when the differences due to fractionation could be as high as a factor
of 8.5. Since the decay curves at later times are better known, all IC tray counts were brought
to a common time of 22 days using the following criteria for the selection of decay curves:

Curve S1 : deposition at 1 minute accompanied by large amounts of water.

Curve SII : deposition at 1 or 2 minutes without large amounts of water.

Curve SII : deposition at 3 or 4 minutes.

Curve SIV : deposition at 5 minutes or more as long as the GITR record
indicates the presence of base surge at the station.

Curve W : all other deposition.

The tray counts were then converted to 2 std-GITR response for a deposit of corresponding
magnitude distributed uniformly over the coracle deck, using an empirically determined con-
version factor 8 = 0.71 x 10~ (r/hr)/cpm (Section C.5). This factor was determined using a
La'*® slurry and exactly the same GITR exposure geometry and tray counting equipment. The
value of such a conversion factor will, of course, vary as the energy spectrum of the deposited
material changes. However, since the base surge samples were known to be enriched in
Ba'®- 12! and since these products represent better than 25 percent of the total activity in
normal fission products at 20 days, the application of this conversion factor at 22 days is at
least most consistent with the known energy of the material used for its determination. The
hypothetical GITR response at 22 days was then converted to the GITR response at 1 minute,
using the standard decay curve. The standard decay curve, when normalized with the five
empirical decays at 22 days, also passed through the region of closest approach at 0.2 day and
in fact agreed within a factor of 2 with an ionization chamber decay curve obtained by Project
2.1 to a time of 8 minutes,

This somewhat elaborate technique of correcting the IC collections to a common time was
evaluated by examining all trays, which were counted once {n the EPG at about 2 days and
again at NRDL about 4 to 8 days after zero time. If the decay curve used for each of these
individual samples was correct, both counts should yield the same results at any stipulated
common time. Therefore, in all cases where trays had been doubly counted, the two counts
were converted to the simulated GITR response at 1 minute both by the process just described
and by the simple application of the standard decay curve together with the conversion factor 8.
In all except two cases, the values determined by means of the standard decay curve alone
showed considerably more variation. Specifically, values calculated by means of the empiri-
cally determined decay curves showed an average variation of 19 percent of the mean, whereas
those determined by means of the standard decay curve showed an average variation of more
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than twice this amount. The values are finally presented as histograms on which the stindarc
GITR record corrected to ! minute using the standard decay curve (called the normalized rate
curve) has been superimposed for ease of comparison (Figures 3.37 through 3.62). The plotted
values may be converted to counts, min at 22 days by dividing by 0.015; the values may also be
converted to GITR response to an infinite plane contaminated to the same degree by multiplying
by 6.

" Wien comparing the GITR record with the IC collections, it should be remembered that the
sequence in which the trays were exposed, and therefore the time of exposure, was determined
from the order of the trays upon recovery. Mechanical limitations of the IC itself cannot per-
mit a time resolution better than :‘,&z minute for early collections, increasing to =4 minutes at
the end of the tray sequence. Furthermore, difficulties experienced in the emergency re-arm-
ing for Wahoo resulted in a2 number of arming errors such as incomplete restacking or the load-
ing of trays in improper numerical sequence. In all cases of such difficulty, exposure time was
adjusted to that which seemed most probable on the basis of field notes, and this fact is indicated
on all plots of the data.

The comparison of the IC and the GITR records at a given station is usually quite reasonable.
The maximum possible contribution due to deposited radioactivity is usually less than 1 percent
of the gross gamma record; thus, within the accuracy claimed for the GITR records, no correc-
tion for the contribution due to deposited radicactive material need be applied. The close-in
stations, particularly on Shot Umbrella, show no pronounced deposition at the time of the dose
rate peak. The known instrument bias under the high initial velocities of the base surge would
preclude the collection of a representative sample in cases of light deposition. On both shots,
the period of deposition from the base surge is usually short at the upwind and crosswind posi-
tlons. The longest periods of deposition occur at the downwind positions; none, however, exceed
10 minutes during Wahoo or 7 minutes during Umbrella. The Wahoo histograms frequently show
two peaks of deposited activity whereas those from Umbrella usually display a single peak. The
rate of deposition is difficult to ascertain for depositions as short as those observed because of
the large time increments of the IC collections.

The histograms were terminated at 15 minutes aithough most of the coracles showed IC col-
lections at later times when no remnant of the base surge can be reasonably postulated. In the
few cases where decays were observed, these late ccllections cxhibited the characteristic water
decay and were probably due to spray from radicactive water in the vicinity of the coracle. A
series of prolonged IC collections in the target area prior to Wahoo indicates that approximately
300 cc/day of ocean spray entered the IC port. The value given has been corrected for rainfall
reported in the area during the period of exposure; however, salt analysis of the liquid collected
indicates that this correction may have been low. A similar value would be expected for the
Umbrella target area. ’

The IC collections after 15 minutes were treated in exactly the same manner described for
the other collections using the water decay curve. Collections significantly above background
are presented without further discussion in Table 3.7. The IC collections are designated by
the location of the collection, followed by a time indicating the time at which each l-minute
collection ceased. The abbreviation “cont’ following the time designator indicates that the IC
stuck at the tray in question; therefore, the tray was exposed continuously frora 1 minute prior
to the indicated time until the coracle was recovered. A mocre complete description of the sym-
bols used in IC tabulations is given in Appendix D.2.

Although station density for the IC collection was very low, IC data was also used to estimate
the total deposition over the target array. These estimates were made by mapping the total ac-
tivity deposited from the base surge as determined by the IC collections and performing approxi-
mate isodeposition contours through these points. Total deposited activity in counts, min was
determined over equal areas for both shots by numerical integration. Beciuse no reliable depo-
sition infor mation existed at distances closer than 3,500 feet for Umbrella, an area of this
radius was omitted from both summations. These calculated total depositions were then con-
verted to fissions using the standard decay curve and the factor 3.73 x 10° fissions. counts per
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minute at 12 hours, which had been determined by Reference 36 {or {ission products. and the
end-window counter used ta determine IC tray activities.

This data suggests that the total Wahoo depo-
sition was slightly greater than Umbrella; however, considering the assumptions regquired for
these calculations, the differences between Wahoo and Umbrella shown by the deposit dose
versus distance curves (Figures 3.32 through 3.34) are more probably due to the generally
mcher background of the Walwo collections.

3.3.2 Free-Field Dose Rates. The free {ieid is arbitrarily defined for the purposes of this
report as the gamma radiation field near the water surface resulting {rom a cloud of airborne
radioactive material unmodified by any projections above that surface. The GITR records best
describing the free-field dose rates are those obtained {rom the coracles and presented in this
section (Figures 3.66 through 3.96}. Since these records are necessarily the summation of a
complex sequence of interrelated phenomena, their interpretation requires considerable dis-
cussion.

The corrections and modifications of both the gamma records and base surge photography
with which they are compared are first described. On the basis of radiological and photographic
evidence, a simple base surge model is next proposed together with some specialized terminol-
ogy required for greater brevity and clarity. The general features of the two underwater deto-
nations can then be summarized and are later substantiated by more detailed discussion. The
general discussion is intended to provide an approximate description of the gross base surge
phenomena suitable for estimates of tactical hazards. The detailed discussions are presented
to suggest hypotheses, which may be later used as guides for a combined analysis of all final
Hardtack resuits. The limitations and justifications for any extended treatment of the data have
been stated in the introduction to this chapter (Section 3.1).

Each gamma dose rate record is presented with a summary of all pertinent information con-
sidered necessary for the complete interpretation of that record. A brief synoptic description
of the two underwater detonations is attempted by collecting some of this individual information
into a master table (Table 3.11). All general or detailed descriptions of the records and all
speculations on surge transport mechanisms are based on this material. Although the postulated
base surge models and distinctions in surge structure cannot be conclusively demonstrated, they
at least fit all radiological observations. Other models or structures can, of course, be postu-
lated, andthe project places no particular emphasis on those elaborated here.

Some of the material presented in this section must be abstracted from other sections of this
report, since an intelligent interpretation of the free-field dose rate requires a nearly complete
synthesis of all radiological observations. This material is properly abbreviated in this section;
however, complete presentation of all such data is found elsewhere, viz, cloud and {oam models
are presented in Sections 1.3.1 and 1.3.2, instrument response in Section 3.1.1, isodose contours
in Section 3.3.3, approach velocities and general base surge dynamics in Section 3.3.4, water-
borne sources and their movement or sinking in Section 3.3.5, and shipboard records in Section
3.4.1. Reduction of surge photography was performed by the project from preliminary prints of
aerial photographs supplied by Project 1.3, Naval Ordnance Laboratory (NOL), prior to publi-
cation of Reference 91, to which the reader is referred for final reduced data. Some of these
NOL radii have been {ncorporated into this report with the kind permission of Project 1.3 (Fig-
ures 3.21 and 4.20 of Reference 81 for Wahoo and Umbrella radii, respectively). Finally, the
linear presentations of dose rate which appeared in the preliminary report (ITR-1621) are pre-
sented in Section D.1. To conserve space, only parenthetic reference to sources of additional
information is made throughout the remainder of this section.

All dose rate records obtained aboard coracles are given from zero time to H~15 minutes,

a time interval that includes the major radiation phenomena associated with underwater nuclear
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detonations. In some cases where radiation fields of tactical significance were still being re-
corded at 15 minutes, the record is extended. All dose rates presented have been corrected
for response as described in Section 3.1.1. No corrections have been made for deposited activ-
ity (Section 3.3.1) or for waterborne radioactive sources, viz, (1) radioactive material remain-
ing suspended after being deposited from the base surge, (2) water directly contaminated by the
device, and (3) radioactive foam generated during eruption and callapse of the column. Since
the presence and relative {inportance of these sources cannot be precisely determined, the
unmodified gamyma records are presented with a brief discussion of possible errors.

The extreme complexity of the gammma records, especially those for Wahoo, fosters the
suspicion that at least the minor variations are generated by the detecting instrument itself.
This suspicion is not sustained by a comparison of standard and secondary GITR records.
When the UW-GITR detector failed to drop, a second record, called sec-GITR record, was
produced by a completely independent instrument at the same location. Where such dual rec-
ords were obtained, the two nearly duplicate each other (Figures 3.75, 3.76, 3.81, 3.88, and
3.89). The slight variations between these two records are usually explained by the differences
in position and response of the two detectors (Section 3.1.1 and Figure 1.2) or by the fact that
the coracle overturned. The following interpretation of the gamma dose rate records is based,
therefore, on the assumption that both the variations in the recorded dose rate and all differ-
ences between two instruments at the same location do in fact represent actual changes in the
radiation field.

Before further examination of the gamma dose rate records {s attempted, the fact that many
of the coracles were drifting after Wahoo and that many were overturned after Umbrella must
be considered. Both occurrences could severely modify or even vitiate the gamma records
affected; however, a careful evaluation demonstrates that very few records are greatly changed.
All coracles that broke free after Wahoo were dragging long lengths of mooring cable, which
greatly diminished their rate of drift (Section 2.3.2). In each case the rate of drift has been
estimated and coracle movement during surge transit has been calculated (Table 3.11). In:no
instance does this distance exceed 200 feet, which is less than the theoretical limits placed on
coracle positioning accuracy. Care must, however, be exercised when interpreting the later
records, since some coracles drifted with the white water (Appendix F) while others became
entangled with various elements of the target array. This information on later behavior is
summarized in Table 2.6 and Figure 2.1.

Coracle overturn after Umbrella represents a more serious difficulty; however, if the std-
GITR was not damaged during overturn, an attenuated record is obtained through the coracle
bottom, which is sufficient for an analysis of surge transit if allowance is made for possible
masking by white water. This attenuation factor has been evaluated at 0.18, using the known
std-GITR response through its own electronics further attenuated by the coracle components
(Section A.1). The sec-GITR in the capsized position is prevented from obtaining an accurate
record of the radiological event through the bottom of the coracle by a layer of water that var-
ies in thickness from 0 to about 5 inches depending on wave action. The time of coracle over-
turn is difficult to estimate, since a rapid decrease in dose rate may indicate either a rapidly
transiting surge or an overturn. The estimated times of overturn (Table 3.11) are determined
by comparing the GITR records of all adjacent stations, Where there is good agreement with
neighboring stations, both coracles are assumed to be upright; where the two records do not
track, an overturn is assumed. Additional evidence of overturn is also obtained by comparing
the std-GITR and sec-GITR records when available. Thus only the latter part of the records
from Umbrella coracles U 1.8 and D 2.7 (Figures 3.80 and 3.88) are considered invalid because
of std-GITR damage resulting from overturn.

The interpretation of any dose rate record is obviously dependent upon some knowledge of
visible base surge position relative to the instrument providing the record. These visible
boundaries (photo-boundaries) were determined at 1-minute intervals after zero time from
prints of oblique aerial photographs, which were geometrically corrected for the known dis-
tance and altitude of the aircraft (Section 3.3.3). The boundaries obtained cannot be more
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accurate th " feet and may be in error by as much as £1,000 feet. When making prints
{from the ¢ zative, an overexposure can result in the disappearance of some detail in
the surge ou By superimposing the time sequence of surge outlines for a given shot, a
few such photographic disappearances become apparent. Since the base surge should not re-
tract from a region where it {s once photographically detected, the largest photographically
determined boundary is always continued into later time; these maintained boundaries are indi-
cated as dashed lines in the transit plots (Appendix F) to be described later. Times cannot be
more accurate than =2 seconds, a limitation determined by the accuracy with which the gamma
records can be related to the photographic data. Therefore, the analysis presented, while useful
fos the purposes of this report, must be substantiated by repetition with final reduced photo-
graphic information (Reference 91). These limitations also apply to other sections of this re-
port (especially Section 3.3.4) where the position of the visible boundary is used.

On the basis of both radiological and photographic evidence, the base surge may be generally
described as a low torus-shaped cloud that expands radially as it is transported downwind. Al-
though roughly circular in outline, definite lobes or irregularities can be observed in the aerial
photographs and are suggested by the final isodose patterns (Figures 3.103 and 3.105). Such
irregularities are probably caused by nonsymmetrical interaction of the explosion bubble with
the surface or by local retardation due to turbulence resulting from surface obstructions such
as the target ships or the atoll reef. On both shots, the base surge did not exceed an altitude
of about 2,000 feet; thus, after cessation of energetic radial expansion, surge movement is
controlled by local surface winds. Difficulties caused by incomplete knowledge of local wind
speed and direction are met by assuming that the photographically determined center X (Ap-
pendix F) represents the true surge center up to the last reliable photographically determined
position (3.5 minutes for Wahoo and 6.0 minutes for Umbrella), after which the surge center is
assumed to move in accordance with the official Task Force surface winds (15 knots from 090° .
T for Wahoo and 20 xnots from 050° T for Umbrella).

As will be substantiated in detail later, the downwind gamma dose rate records for Wahoo
suggest the generation of at least two base surges after Wahoo, forming a series of roughly
concentric expanding toroids. Such a complex surge structure could result from a sequence
of interactions between the explosion bubble and the water surface, a postulate that is supported
by photographic evidence showing secondary plumes rising above an already well developed base
surge at about 26 seconds (Reference 88). A similar phenomena (with perhaps tertiary plumes)
was photographically recorded after Shot Wigwam, the only other deep-water nuclear detonation
for which such data is available (Reference 14). Additional plume development may be presumed
to have created a second base surge in a manner similar to primary surge genesis. The mul-
tiple surges so formed might mix or remain as partially or wholly separate cloud masses.
Aerial photographs of the Wahoo surge at times greater than 2 minutes show two concentric
rings of cloud separated by an annulus of relatively clear afr. The center of the inner surge
ring contains a number of irregular clouds. Prior to 2 minutes, white water masks any inter-
nal details of the base surge. Thus, both the dose rate records and later aerial photography
favor the hypothesis that at ieast a primary and a secondary base surge did exist and that these
surges were at least partially separate. For Umbrella, however, a single base surge torus
seems adequate for an analysis of the gamma dose rate records. Aerial photographs show a
single base surge toroid with a nearly cloud-iree center. Very diffuse remnants of the Um-
brella column moving centrally but above the surface base surge are apparent {n some photo-
graphs.

" A schematic representation of the more complex Wahoo surge is presented in Figure 3.63
together with a number of additional terms and symbols needed for a description of photo-
graphically disﬁfagntslnble surge features or the manner of base surge passage over a given
station. For greater simplicity of presentation, the surge is {llustrated as stationary while
the coracles are indicated as moving through it. The nine different types of transit tllustrated
together with their letter designators are self-explanatory. Use of these letter designators
permits a maximum condensation of descriptive material and pertinent data. The .designators
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ar e-. . . =srve as mnemonic devices once the reader i1s famiul.ars with them. All symbels
ar: Lumma 1 key placed at the beginning of the individual record sequence and again :n
Appendix F on to being defined as they appear in the text.

The initl. - .ed base surge is called the primary base surge, and the assumed second
surge is callec ...z secondary base surge. The terms “inner” and “outer” are used to describe
surge boundaries, since the adjectives “leading” and ‘‘trailing” fail when describing upwind
events. In the ensuing discussion two visible surge boundaries are used: an irregular photo-
graphically determined boundary (photo-boundary) and a smooth boundary defined by a circle
best approximating the photo-boundary. Thus four visible boundaries of the primary surge
are empioyed: the outer and inner phota-boundary (P, and Py respectively) and the outer and
inner smooth boundary (B, and B; respectively). The secondary base surge is photographically
indistinc?; therefore, the smooth boundary of the secondary surge Bg is used unless otherwise
noted. The final Project 1.3 {Reference 91) radii mentioned above are employed to construct
another smooth boundary (labeled "NOL") using the center of the circle defining the primary
smooth boundary (the photographic surge center X). The base surge torus is also divided into
upwind, crosswind, and downwind segments always with respect to the official Task Force sur-
face wind (15 knots from 090° T for Wahoo and 20 knots from 050° T for Umbrella).

Presumed areas of decreased radioactivity either between the primary and secondary base
surge or at the center of the surge are called the intersurge decrement and central decrement,
respectively. As suggested previously, these areas are apparently coincident with photo-
graphically clear areas within the base surge. In any discussion, a careful distinction must
be maintained between photographically and radioclogically established parameters; thus, wher-
ever ambiguity is possible, the modifiers photo- or rad- will be prefixed to the parameter in
Question. Although the treatment of the two shots is similar, it cannot be identical because of
the pronounced phenomenological differences. In all cases where more than one similar gamma
record was obtained at a single location, only that record most closely approximating the free
field is analyzed, l.e., the coracle record from the std-GITR or the shipboard record from the
GITR facing surface zero or the hot line (Appendix F).

In general, base surge transit is responsible for all dose received at locations more than .
1,500 feet from surface zero, as far as tactical considerations are concerned. Surge transit
time varies with position relative to surface zero. For Wahoo, transit times range from ap-
proximately 3 minutes at upwind and crosswind locations to approximately 20 minutes at dis-
tant downwind positions; for Umbrella, these approximate times are 3 minutes and 10 minutes,
respectively. Thus, the area {n the imiiediate vicinity of surface zero should be safe for
entry by combatant ships approximately 25 minutes after detonation. The generalization is
correct as stated for larger combatant ships, but a consideration of waterborne material
(discussed later) requires an exception for small boats operating in the vicinity of surface
Zero. The gamma dose rate record characteristic of Wahoo starts with a relatively blunt first
major dose rate peak followed by a shaliow valley, which in turn is followed by a series of
blunt dose rate peaks slowly decreasing in magnitude over a period of about 10 to 15 minutes.

A characteristic Umbrella record begins with a high, sharp peak in dose rate followed by a
prolonged period of low dose rate, which finally increases to a flat-topped rise of approxi-
mately 4 minutes’ duration. These characteristic records, supported by additional photo-
graphic evidence, indicate fundamental differences in the complex structure of the base surge
produced by the two detonations. Such differences are not surprising but require considerable
interpretation.

All peak dose rates and times of peaks are summarized for both shots in Table
3.8 (also see discussion in second preceding paragraph). The valley occurring immediately
after the first major peak in dose rate has also been included in this table, since itdis often
indicative of an important feature of the base surge. The fact that all weather-deck GITR's
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aboard ships 3,000 feet or closer to Umbrella saturated during the first major dose rate peak
should be noted. Maximum dose rates B 0.35 minute have been esti-
mated by Project 2.1 from the records of instruments shieided below decks {Reference 86).

The cumulative dose at various times after zero time has been calculated by numerical
integration and is presented in Table 3.9. Despite the higher peak dose rates observed during
Umbrella, the average total dose for downwind stations closer than 12,000 feet is approximately
two to three times higher for Wahoo than for Umbrella because of the longer surge transit times.
The fact that many of the close-in stations on Umbrella overturned has little effect on the rela-
tive magnitude of the cumulative dose, since all these coracles received most of their total dose
prior to the estimated time of overturn. A rough check of all GITR records demonstrates the
observed dose rates to be consistent with 4 base surge containing -

fission product activity available. As indicated later, the assumption that the radio-
active base surge {rom an underwater detonation disappears solely by a process of decay ap-
pears justified for estimates of tactical hazards during the first 15 minutes after detonation.

To limit weather deck exposures a combatant ship must remain down-
wind of Wahoo and downwind of Umbrella. Closer upwind and crosswind approaches
without exceeding these total weather deck exposures are of course possible, but, due to the
unpredictability of close-in phenomena, these closer approaches must be determined by careful
operations analysis. Another important tactical consideration in problems involving ship ma-
neuvers immediately upwind of a receding surge is the possible existence of relatively invisibie
radioactive remnants streaming behind the visible surge. All radiological observations, how-
ever, indicate that base surge is the controlling tactical problem and that waterborne radioac-
tivity is definitely of secondary importance. The passage of radioactive foam is, however,
presumed to cause the spikes (Appendix F) in dose rate of 3,000 to 6,200 r/hr between 5 and 15
minutes observed at some crosswind coracles and would represent a serious hazard to small
boats.

Any more detailed comparison of the gamma dose rate records with various features of the
base surge requires the application of some correction for radioactive decay and the adoption
of some formal means of estimating the combined effects of surge irregularities, radial expan-
sion, and local surface winds. Because of the limited data available, no proper solution to any
of these problems exists. The observed gamma dose rates are corrected to 1 minute after
zero time by applying the standard decay correction (Figure B.5) to dose rates read off the std-
GITR record {(unless otherwise noted) at intervals of a tenth of a minute. The resulting curve
called the normalized dose rate has been superimposed as a dashed line on each gamma record
and is also used in Section 3.3.1. The approximate effect of surge movement and irregularity
at a given coracle is estimated from base surge photography as previously described. Two
representations of the approximate base surge position—the boundary plot and the transit plot
{Appendix F) to be described later—are presented with each gamma record together with a
number of tables summarizing important information and assumptions relevant to that particu-
lar record.

The application of a single decay curve (Figure B.5) to obtain the normalized rate curve is
considered justified, since the principal clouds of airborne radioactive material appear to have
been small enough to be seen as a whole by the std~GITR. The resulting normalized rate curve
is useful for studying surge dynamics where radioactive decay is simply an additional and irrel-
evant complication. It cannot, however, be considered as accurate as the observed gamma
dose rate because of possible deviations from the standard decay curve and because of unavoid-
able mathematical approximations used in its determination. Although the normalized rate
curve is sometimes continued after passage of the base surge, its use for other radiating
sources is not justified. The cumulative dose under the normalized rate curves has also been
calculated for various times after zero time by numerical integration and is presented in Table
3.10. Because of complications due to waterborne sources, the calculation of the camulative
normalized dose is stopped as soon as the gamma record indicates completion of surge transit.
Although the cumulative normalized dose contains a number of inherent inaccuracies, it may be
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used to compare the total amount of radicactive material seen at different stations. Thz
malized dose should be comparable with the observed dose cumulated over the same time
terval; however, the relative contribution from waterborne sources i{s unavoidably exagge
in the former.

The normalized rate curve can be regarded as an approximation of the dose rate that «
have resulted had the entire radiological event taken place so rapidly that no significant d
occurred. 1Inits calculation, no correction for dilution has been applied, since a plotof t
normalized dose rate psaks versus time of peak shows no appreciable dilution due to diffu
or deposition from 3 minutes to 15 minutes (Figures 3.64 and 3.65). The possibility that ¢
standard decay curve just compensates for dilution exists but is considered remote. The
sence of dilution effects suggests that the radiocactive fraction of the base surge remaining
after 3 minutes is a very fine aerosol existing as a number of discrete clouds that maintai
their identity. This physical model of the base surge is supported by the IC collections at
distances greater than 3,000 = 500 feet (Section 3.3.1), by the lobes in the downwind isodos
contours (Section 3.3.3), and by differences in instrument response during base surge app:
{Sections 3.2 and 3.3.4). An analysis of the gamma dose rate records for Umbrella statio
outside the lagoon suggests modification of this simple model to include moderate addition
expansion of the base surge torus due to increased turbulence caused by passage over the
reef. This effect may also be reflected in Figure 3.65 by points D 18.2 and D 22.0 but is 1
supported by the point for DR 18.6 (reef station). These observations are the basis of the
gestion made {n the general discussion that the decline of base surge radioactivity for the
15 minutes after detonation is primarily due to decay, the effects of deposition and contin
eddy diffusion being of minor to negligible importance. i

The total effect of the complex base surge movement {s approximated by the photograp!
determination of surge boundaries as previously described from about ‘/, minute to the lat
time at which reliable boundaries can be so determined. Although diffuse remnants of the
surge are detectable to approximately 25 minutes after both shots, the final photographica
determined boundaries selected are the 3.5-minute boundary for Wahoo and the 6-minute
ary for Umbrella (Figures 3.101 and 3.108). The 3.5-minute boundary for Wahoo is expa»
pantographically to an average smooth radius . 5 minutes and is then assum
maintain this boundary throughout the remainder of recorded transit time. The 6-minute
boundary for Umbrella is assumed to represent maximum surge expansion for all stations
side Llie lagoon, an assumption that is in apparent disagreement with the Prnject 1.3 repo:
that the Umbrella surge still exhibited a 3-knot crosswind growth at 20 minutes (Referenc
Although this 6-minute boundary results in reasonable agreement between photo-arrival ti
and rad-arrival times (photo-TOA and rad-TOA) determined from the gamma records for
tions inside the lagoon (Table 3.11), it does not yield proper arrival times for the remaini
stations, using various assumed wind speeds and directions within the limits set forth in °
3.1,

At shot time for Umbrella, the tide is at approximately midstage (2.9 feet and falling);
the partially exposed reef in addition to the sun-warmed islands of Giriinien, Ribaion, anc
Pokon could have introduced both turbulent and thermal energy into the base surge. Such
troduction could result {n {ncreased eddy diffusion, in partial evaporation of surge droplet
in increased vertical surge development, or in raising the entire surge off the water surf:
U increased diffusion did occur, the resultant dilution was not sufficient to produce a pror
decrease in the normalized peak dose rate (Figure 3.65). The gamma dose rate records «
indicate 2 decreased wind speed after reef transit although the visual approach velocities
mined for stations outside the lagoon (14 to 15 knots) and particularly for the reef station
knots) suggest such a decrease (Table 3.11). Although the precise mechanism of the post
surge modifications due to the reef remains uncertain, the effect is presiuined analogous t
additional expansion arbitrarily set at 1,000 feet. The final radius B, of the smooth bour
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(Appendix F) for Umbrella thus becomes 7,800 feet (the similarity of the final surge dim>
{or the two Shots is entirely coincidental). Although the postulated two-stage radial expa.
resulting {rom the influence of the atoll reef cannot be conclusively demonstrated, such s
behavior is in better agreement with the repnrted observations of Project 1.3 (Reference
The {inal radii adopted for analysis of the gamma records are essentially the same as the
arrived at in Section 3.3.4 from analyses using the hypothetical surge center H (Appendix
and Figures 3.136 and 3.137).

The centers of all photo-boundaries just described for the Wahoo and the Umbrella sur
are considered to be coincident with that of the primary smooth boundary Bg. This cente
called the photographic surge center X (Appendix F),is assumed to be independent of the
ported surface wind speeds up to the time of the last photographically determined surge b
ary (3.5 minutes for Wahoo and 6§ minutes for Umbrella}. After this time it is presumed
move in accordance with the official Task Force surface winds (15 knots from 090° T for
and 20 knots from 050° T for Umbrella). Since two methods of determining the surge cen
are employed in this report, special care should be taken to note the difference between t
photographic surge center X just described and the hypothetical surge center H, whichi
simply the point defined by moving surface zero downwind in accordance with official surf
winds starting at zero time. The photographic surge center X is used exclusively throug
this section; similar calculations using the hypothetical surge center H and arriving at e:
tially the same conclusions are presented in Section 3.3.4. Although the difference betwe
these two centers {s never large, the photographic surge center X for Wahoo undergoes :
somewhat abrupt change {n direction of travel between 3 and 4 minutes, which probably r«
in fictitious variations in the boundary plots (Appendix F) between these times.

The two representations of visible surge position accompanying each gamma record ha
been graphically determined for each coracle location, using the photo-boundaries and wi
movement just described. Although these procedures are admittedly rough, actyal base !
movement is sufficiently approximated to reveal some of the subtler aspects of the gamm
dose rate recards. For brevity these two plots are hereinafter referred to as the “transi
and the “boundary plot” (Appendix F). The transit plot consists of a plan view of the mos
probable photo- and smooth boundaries at the times of their individual initial and {inal tra
at a given station. These transit plots are presented to indicate appropriate intercompar
between the given record and other records at similar stages of transit or base surge dev
ment. The boundary plot is determined by measuring the shortest distance from the give
tion to the appropriate photo-boundary at 1-minute intervals. The smooth curve drawn tk
these points is considered only an estimate of the actual surge position, which includes v;
tions due to local irregularities in boundary, changes in surface wind speed and direction
changes in the rate of base surge expansion. The sign of the plotted values indicates whe
the particular boundary is radially closer to the surge center than the station (negative va
or radially beyond the station (positive value). These boundary plots are used to correlat
various photographically detectable features of the surge with specific portions of the gan
dose rate record.

The base surge approach velocity is a vectorial combination of the radial surge expans
and the local surface wind. At least two (not necessarily identical) approach velocities o
considered, viz, that of the visible surge and that of the airborne radioactive material. T
visual approach velocity may be calculated {or either the primary photo-boundary P, (Af
dix F) or for the outer smooth boundary B,. Since the distance of either boundary as a {
tion of time is given in the boundary piots, the slope of the appropriate curve at some tim
(or distance) prior to surge arrival yields the desired velocities. In most instances thes
slopes are changing rapidly, thus the approach velocities are quite sensitive to the point :
which the slope is determined. The point giving the most favorable comparison with radi
logical approach velocities is one representing a distance of 500 feet from the station at t
time of the first major peak in dose rate. All visible approach velocities tabulated in Tal
3.11 are determined for this point (estimated values are enclosed in parentheses). Agree
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between the approach velocities determined for the primary photo-boundary and the outer smooth
boundary indicates a relatively even surge outline in the neighborhood of the station; converseiy,
large discrepancies suggest lobes or irregularities. The approach velocity for the airborne
radioactive material is determined from the gamma dose rate record by the rate of rise to the
first major peak, a process fully described in Section 3.3.4. The value obtained depends on the
surge model used (Section 1.3.2). Only the range of possible rate-of-rise velocities is tabulated
in Table 3.11. The rough general agreement between the several velocity determinations sug-
gests that the visible surge and the radiocactive aerosol are moved by the same mechanical forces
but does not necessarily imiply that they are the same body of airborne material. For both shots,
a somewhat better comparison results for rate-of-rise velocities determined with surge models
o) greater thickness. Since all these derived velocities are affected by a large number of arbi-
trary assumptions necessary for their determination, this distinction may indeed be fictitious.

A more consistent difference between the Wahoo and Umbrella records becomes apparent
when the shortest distance to the outer primary photo-boundary P, at the time of the major
dose rate peak is considered. These distances obtained {rom the boundary plots are given in
Table 3.11. In accordance with the sign conventions previously described, a negative value
indicates that the outer primary boundary has not yet reached the station; a zero value indicates
that its arrival i6 coincident with the time of the first major peak; and a positive value indicates
that it has already passed the station. The major dose rate peak may be assumed to correspond
to a position of optimum detector geometry relative to the airborne radioactive material or to a
region of maximum radioactive concentration within the visible base surge (such regions of in-
creased radioactivity were previously suggested in Section 3.2 by variations in {nstrument re-
sponse). Regardless of its actual cause, this point is referred to as the source center.

Although no particular significance is placed on the numerical values because of the stated
limitations on the accuracy of all photo-boundaries, the fact that the values for Wahoo are pre-
ponderantly positive suggest that the source center lags approximately 1,000 {eet behind the
outer visible boundary somewhere near the inner edge of the primary base surge. This sug-
gestion is also supported by the observation in Section 3.2 that a source center approximately
1,000 feet behind the photo-boundary is required in correcting the differences between ASEL-
GITR and std-GITR responses at Wahoo Stations CL 4.6 and CR 4.1 (Figures 3.7 and 3.9). For
Umbrella the preponderantly negative values suggest a source center closely associated with
the outer primary photo-boundary or possibly somewhat in advance of that boundary. At the
distant stations, such differences might be ascribed to errors in assumed surface winds, but
. at the closer stations, which constitute approximately 80 percent of all records, the position
of the surge boundary {s a matter of photographic record. Use of the NOL radii places the
source center even farther behind the visible surge boundary for Wahoo, whereas for Umbrella
their use moves the source center to an apparently more reasonable 500 feet behind the outer
primary photo-boundary. The distinction that the source center for Wahoo lags {ar behind that
for Umbrella, however, remains essentially unchanged.

As already indicated, existence of an invisible radioactive material in advance of the primary
photo-boundary might be the result of an overexposure in the photographic printing process. In-
deed, the anomalous behavior shown by Station DRR 12.8 during Wahoo is probably due to such
photographic disappearance. I the section of the primary surge boundary that finally intersects
this station is assumed to expand from its 2-minute position in 2 manner exactly similar to the
remainder of the surge, the source center lies behind the primary photo-boundary at a position
similar to that observed at other Wahoo stations. Nevertheless, an exactly similar disappear-
ance could result {rom evaporation at the outer surge boundaries. Under the appropriate am-
bient conditions, the base surge droplets could evaporate leaving a more or less invisible
radiocactive aerosol. Thus, these differences in source center position relative to visible
boundaries suggest that, aithough the airborne radiocactive material is often closely associated
with the visible material, sach association cannot be tacitly assumed.

In the preceding general discussion the Wahoo base surge is described as a double toroid
having a pumber of diffuse clouds at its center whereas the Umbrella base surge is described
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the upwind direction but were then transported downwind after their initial energy had been
dissipated against existing surface winds. Alternatively, originally coherent masses of radio-
active aerosol could have been broken up by turbulence and small variations in wind structure.

The simpler Umbrella dose rate records show no evidence of an intersurge decrement but
indicate a comparatively large central decrement, a structure again corroborated by aerial
photography. The fact that this central decrement is recorded at coracles experiencing only
an inner edge transit (U 1.8, CL 3.1, DLL 6.6, DRR 3.9; Figures 3.80, 3.83, 3.85, and 3.94
respectively} indicates that the central decrement is at least as large as 3,000 feet in radius.
Thus, both the photographic evidence and the simpler dose rate records suggest that a rela-
tively large nonradicactive center was foilowed by the rapid passage of a compact, highly radio-
active aerosol over the stations and then by the longer transit of a more diffuse cloud, which
again probably represents base surge originally moving in an upwind direction. Similar con-
clusions on the general structure of both base surges are arrived at using the hypothetical
surge center H (Section 3.3.4; Figures 3.120 through 3.127).

Further analysis of the Umbrella central decrement is complicated by the presence of white
water, by expansion of the base surge torus, and by the fact that no two stations record exactly
the same transit. After radial expansion ceases, inward diffusion of the surge boundary might
be expected to eradicate any central decrement; however, there is only indirect evidence for
any such process. Of the four coracles providing central transit records, two overturned dur-
ing transit; therefore, any comparison must be made between coracle and shipboard records.
Because of the possible persistence of radioactive aerosols in the neighborhood of obstructions
causing turbulence (Section 3.4.3), this particular comparison is not desirable. The minimum
normalized dose rates during central transit for Coracles DL 6.2 and DL 16.0 are 29 r/hr at
3.70 minutes and 37 r/hr at 7.80 minutes, respectively, whereas those for the three destrayers
in order of increasing distance from surface zero are 400 r/hr at 2.19 minutes, 160 r/hr at
2.30 minutes, and 55 r/hr at 3.91 minutes, respectively. All usable records suggest that ex-
pansion of the central decrement ceased after about 3 minutes. Since the outer base surge
boundary is photographically observed to continue radial expansion until at least 8 minutes,
this earlier stabilization of the inner boundary may be the only evidence for inward diffusion. :
Coracle D 4.8, although overturned, was not quite in white water at the time of central transit;
thus, its minimum normalized dose rate corrected for attenuation (110 r/hr) may be tentatively
included in the above comparison. _

The continued persistence of gamma activity after final transit of the surge photo-boundary
is a phenomenon {requently observed for both shots. Generally, gamma records showing the
'longest persistence are those from coracles that experience central transits or are located
where turbulence from target ships upwind is possible. A number of explanations for the ob-
served persistence are possible; the simplest, however, is that turbulence resulting from
passage of the base surge over the ocean surface and around large obstacles separates diffuse
radioactive remnants, which stream out behind the surge. Indirect evidence of surface drag
forces necessary to the formation of such remnants i{s implicit in the photographic observation
that, in later time, the base surge torus tends toward an ellipse with its major axis in the di-
rection of the surface wind (Reference 91). For brevity, these postulated remnants are re-
ferred to as “tails.” Simple hydrodynamic considerations {ndicate that the length of such tails
should increase with increasing distance downwind of surface zero and should decrease as the
transit path approaches the crosswind edge of the base surge torus. Although interference by
target ships must be considered in nearly all cases, the persistence in dose rate expected of
the suggested tails roughly fits such predictions.

In cases where target ships are {nvolved (Table 3.11), prolonged gamma dose rates may be
caused by both ship retardation and by streaming of surge remnants detained ir turbulent eddies
generated by the superstructure (Section 3.4.2). Surge retardation by the target ships, apparent
in base surge photography (Reference 91), is not detectable in surge arrival times derived from
the gamma dose rate records. The prolonged dose rate records after surge transit_.may, how-
ever, be radiological evidence for such retardation. If the postulated tails following the base
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surge proper and temporarily streaming from the target ships are accepted, the fact that Um-
brella tails are consistently somewhat shorter than Wahoo tails may indicate another difference
between the two base surges. Shorter tails, for instance, might be expected from a higher,
thinner base surge torus presenting a smaller basal area to surface drag.

Alternative explanations for the persistence of the dose rate record after surge transit in-
clude: (1) changes in wind speed and direction after downwind surge arrival, (2) continued
surge expansion or increased eddy diffusion resulting in a thicker base surge torus, (3) pres-
ence of a second radioactive aerosol moving above the surface base surge at a different speed
or direction, or (4) the prolonged generation of a radicactive mist by some process of white
water out-gassing or wind dispersal of foam. Full evaluation of all these possibilities was not
attempted, aithough each was investigated briefly before the tail hypothesis was selected as
the most probable on the basis of the observed gamma records. Other surface wind speeds
(or directions) within the reported limits of variation (Table 3.1) not only fail to eliminate all
observed tails but also frequently create apparent tails at crosswind locations. Furthermore,
because these assumed changes are only applicable after the last photographically established
base surge position, they must often occur after the downwind surge transit but before arrival
of the upwind surge (Appendix F). The time of the presumed change would thus differ for the
various coracle positions. Continuous radial expansion or greater eddy diffusion of the base
surge partially eliminates the observed tails at some locations (particularly for Umbrella) but
requires either longer tails or, in some cases, negative tails at other locations.

More recent calculations using surge toroids having somewhat greater radii than those as-
sumed in this report fit some downwind gamma records very well; therefore, this postulate is
the most probable alternate to the tail theory described above. The postulated influence of the
atoll reef should also be remembered when considering any later base surge expansion. A
radiocactive cloud moving at higher altitude also appears unlikely. For Wahoo, no such upper
cloud was photographically detected nor i{s any significant wind shear reported up to an altitude
of 5,000 feet (base surge height is 2,000 feet). The Umbrella case is more favorable, since a
diffuse remnant of the central column was photographically detected; however, this remnant
moved centrally with the base surge torus. Again, no significant wind shear is reported up to
an altitude of 5,000 feet (base surge heiglt is 2,000 feet), although some shear is apparent in
surge photography (Reference 91). Finally, although a mist emanating from white water was
observed for a period of 13 to 14 minutes after Umbrella (Reference 91) and may also have
existed undetected after Wahoo, such tertiary processes shouid not contain as much radioactiv-
ity as a secondary process derived from base surge directly. Furthermore, the dose rate
record of such a radioactive mist would be expected to terminate gradually rather than abruptly
as is observed for base surge. None of these alternative explanations can, however, be defi-
nitely eliminated or accepted without analysis that is beyond the scope of the project.

During the discussion above, a number of structural differences between the base surges
generated by the two underwater nuclear detonations have been indicated. The Wahoo base
surge appears to be a double toroid with the primary and secondary surges separated by an
essentially surge-free annulus (intersurge decrement). The center of the second torus con-
tains a number of diffuse clouds, which could represent additional degenerate base surges.
The source center (Appendix F) appears to be situated well behind the visible surge {ront,
somewhere near the inner boundary of the primary base surge. The Umbrella base surge is
much simpler in comparison, being a single torus with a large surge-free central decrement,
although faintly visible remnants of a central column are observed to move with but above the
base surge. The source center appears to be situated at or in advance of the visible surge
front.

Some indirect evidence suggests that the Wahoo surge may have a greater horizontal thick-
ness than the Umbrella surge; this observation, however, could simply be a result of the
former’s compound structure. Preliminary studies indicate that the Wahoo explosion bubble
went through its {irst maximum expansion and surfaced just prior to its first minimum at an
internal pressure somewhat greater than atmospheric. Conversely, the Umbrella explosion

133



bubbie brox- -ce well before its first maximum expansion, at a time when its internal
pressure wi an atmospheric; therefore, an implosion is possible. These differences
appear to be . . ut by the two base surge structures, which suggest a different sequence of
events in base surge genesis. The two processes might be distinguished by the terms “exogenic”
(eruptive) and “endogenic” (irruptive) base surge generation. Such speculations are actually
beyond the scope of this report, and this summary is presented to suggest that a more rigorous
analysis of surge structure might provide additional information on bubble action at the surface
and subsequent surge generation.

In some cases, the gamma dose rate record continues even after any reasonable {inal transit
by the surge tails postulated above. Typical examples of such records are those from Coracles
CL 3.9, CR 4.1, and CR 5.2 for Wahoo and Coracles CL 3.1 and DRR 3.9 for Umbrella (Figures
3.67, 3.77, 3.78, 3.83, and J.94}. Between 5 and 15 minutes after zero time, these records
show an irregular series of sharp dose rate peaks ranging between 3,000 and 6,200 r/hr. These
peaks are undoubtedly due to bodies of waterborne radicactive material. The important sources
are water directly contaminated by the detonation (white water) and small patches of radioactive
foam, the existence of which {s discussed in Section 3.3.5. Of the two sources the foam would
have the more pronounced effect, since it would be largely unshielded. Small patches of foam
approximately 100 feet in diameter, moved by the wind past a coracle, could produce the sharp
dose rate peaks observed (Sections 1.3.1 and 1.3.2).

Although the shape of the observed dose rate peaks favors the foam hypothesis, the evidence
is at best circumstantial principally because the white water contribution to the observed dose
rate cannot be positively eliminated; only Stations DR 4.5 for Wahoo and DRR 3.9 for Umbrella
(Figures 3.71 and 3.94) provide definite evidence of waterborne activity that cannot be white
water. Interpretation of the waterborne record is further complicated by drifting coracles
after Wahoo and overturned coracles after Umbrella. Calculations indicating the most probable
movement of waterborne radioactive material are {ncluded in Tabie 3.11. The white water :
boundaries used in this analysis are reproduced in the transit plots (defined in Appendix F).

For Wahoo, expected arrival and cessation times for foam were calculated for various as-
sumed sets and drifts, using the measured distance to the closest and furthest white water
boundaries at a known time and allowing for the movement of drifting coracles. Sets ranging
from 250° T (average direction of coracle drift) to 302° T (Reference 92) and drifts of 1, 2, and
6 knots were used. Movement toward 270° T at 6 knots is both in reasonable agreement with the
observed gamma dose rate records and {s compatible with the official surface wind direction and
reported ocean currents (References 53 and 93, and project observations). Similarly, white
water arrival and cessation times calculated on the basis of a set and drift of 270° T and 1 knot
are also {n reasonable agreement with the observed gamma records, although sets of 250° and
302° T give equally good or slightly better comparisons.

For Umbrella, foam is again assumed to move with the official surface wind, but a speed of
2 knots compares more favorably with the observed dose rate records. The slower rate of
foam movement may possibly be due to smoother water conditions inside the lagoon. Since the
effect of the atoll reef on waterborne movement cannot yet be properly evaluated, no compari-
sons are made for coracles outside the lagoon. The assumption that white water moves with
the surface wind at 1 knot yields arrival times comparable with the gamma records but results
in times of cessation that are much toc early. An assumed radial expansion at 0.5 knot gives
better general agreement with the gamma records and observed expansion rates. Since the
limited current data available for lagoons (Reference 94) indicates surface currents about 1.6
percent of wind speed, the assumed radial expansion appears at least reasonable. For Um-
brella, it is also assumed that the white water is composed largely of radiocactive bottom mate-
rial, which sinks with 2 speed comparable to that observed in the laboratory for Umbrella
crater material, viz, 0.96 m/hr. On the basis of water shielding alone, such a sinking rate
would resuit in a decrease in dose rate of 1 decade in the first 21 minutes of settling. Such
decreases are observed at the close-in stations after Umbrella (Section 3.3.5).

134



KEY FOR TABLE 3.11 AND FIGURES 3.66 THROUGH 3.96

: -ma dose rate record: Gamma dose rate versus time corrected for instrument response; type of
dete ated. Normalized rate curve for instrument shown from 1 minute until end of record.

b . plots

Plan view of various surge boundaries at beginning and end of transit.

for time:» .adicated. Letter designators for boundaries same a8 those given in tabulated section of this key.

3. Tabular data: Same key ls applicable for Table 3.11.
General: Letter designators and other general symbols used in table:

Ca

no data tvaiiable { ) = value la estimated

= point of closest surge approach

calc = calculated data

CR
DD
ED
EX
oL
ov

obs

a2 point where B, recedes
drifting

inner edge influences

= expanded surge boundary
= station outside lagoon
= coracle overturned

= observed data

poss = poesibly
Records: records given are complete unless parenthetically indicated or modified as stated.

Modifying condltions:

mag

mek =

na.
NC
neg
RF
sat
ww
XTP

[ ] = see notes for boundary plot
observation expected but not observed
observation masked by a concurrent event
not applicable, occurrence is unlikely
not central decrement
negative value
reef station
instrument saturated
{nterference due to white water

extrapolated data

basis of estimated time of overturn given in parentheses: (no 2nd rise) = the

instrument failed to record the passage of the upwind surge accurately, (sec-GITR track) = the secondary

GITR tracked the std-GITR until the time of the sstimate.
turn. GITR damaged = std-GITR damaged by overturn.

GITR OK = std-GITR was not damaged by over-

Types of transit are Ulustrated {n Figure 3.63; the letter designators used are:

Cc
D
E
IE
OE
PN

= central transit

= distant transit

= edge transit

= inner edge transit

= outer edge transit

= partial transit, an upwind event

SN
TN

skirting transit, an upwind event

= total envelopment, an upwind event

TTC = trapsit thru the center, center passes at

1,000 ft or less

Types of records: more fully described in Section 3.3.2; the letter designators used are:

M

= record typical for station
almost missed by surge

N; & Ny = records typical for

stations experiencing
an edge transit

W; & W, = characteristic Wahoo records

U; & Uy = characteristic Umbrella records

Surge boundaries: These and other surge parameters are illustrated in Figure 3.63, the letter
designators used are:

B
BO

= ipner primary smooth boundary
= outer primary smooth boundary

hypothetical surge center

outer secoundary smooth boundary
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[}

NOL smooth boundary

inner photo-boundary of primary surge
outer photo-boundary of primary surge
outer photo-boundary of secondary surge
photographic surge center

Boundaries shoun
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Total surge: nc; .zed dose cumulated over time indicated.

Surge boundaries: photo-TOA and photo-TQC given for outer primary photo-houndary only, distance
and time of closest approach of X given if <85,000 feet; rad-TOA = average of 38 and 100 percent of TOP;
rad-TOC = time normalized rate curve drops below 10° r/hr; source center = distance of P, at TOP (time
of peak); length of tail calculated using official surface wind speed.

Approach velocities: Photo-velocities calculated for boundary indicated at specified distances
greater than that at TOP. Rad-velocities calculated for rise from 5 to 100 percent of peak for models in-
dicated (see Section A.3).

Waterborne sources: Calculated water and foam movements for drifts and sets or radial expansions
fndicated.

Bomb-generaied waves: Calculated as described in Section 2.3.2,

4. Boundary p.ot. Distance of various surge boundaries shown as a function of time; normalized rate
curve with logarithmic scale superimposed; calculated water and foam movements shown at bottom, values
in brackets are read from dashed boundartes, which compensate for photographic disappearance of the
surge (see text).

CHART IDENTIFYING SECTIONS OF ILLUSTRATIONS

Gamma Dose
Rate Record

;— Table
of Data

Transit Plot
|

— Boundary
Plot

136

Pages 137 and 138
deleted.

G



Orly a few of the gamma records require additional individual interpretation. The Wahoo
record from Coracle CR 4.1 (Figures 3.77 and 3.1G4) may be useful for determining the decay
rate of water directly contaminated by the detonation. This coracle overturned at an estimated
time of 1.1 minutes and remained at its moored position until approximately 8 hours after zero
time. White water reached the coracle at approximately 6 minutes and remained in the vicinuty
for about an hour. When recovered, the instrument well of this coracle contained about an inch
of radioactive water (approximately 180 liters, reading 160 mr hr at 75.6 hours), which pre-
sumably represents a sample of white water taken sometime within the first hour after the deto-
nation. The 0- to 6-hour record for CR 4.1 (Figure 3.164) is a smoothly decreasing decay curve
from abou* 30 minutes to the end of the record. Since the std-GITR dome is sealed directly to
the instrument weil cover, this record is then a decay curve for white water obtained through
approximately !/ inch of aluminum.

The gamma record from Coracle CL 6.0 for Umbrella (Figure 3.84) represents a distant
transit, but the observed dose rate is complex, showing a second rise in dose rate higher than
the first, an occurrence which at {irst appears contradictory. A number of similar occurrences
are revealed when the normalized rate curves for other distant or edge transits are inspected,
viz, CL 4.6 for Wahoo and CR 4.9 for Umbrella (Figures 3.68 and 3.9G, respectively). Such
records are probably caused by a temporary decrease in surface wind speed at a time when the
base surge is still actively expanding.

All {ree-field gamma dose rate records, together with their respective boundary plots,
transit plots, and additional tabular data, are presented on the pages that follow. Coding must
be used in order to condense a maximum amount of information into a minimum space. The
coded designators have been selected so that, with some familiarity, their meanings should be
immediately apparent. Many of the terms or coded designators have already been explained
in the text of this section; however, all designators and special conditions of tabulation are
fully described in the keys preceding the free-field records themselves or at the front of Ap-
pendix F.

3.3.3 Free-Field Isodose Contours. The principal sources of contour data are: (1) cumu-
lative doses at various times after zero time from the std-GITR for the early time contours,
augmented in the final contours by (2) film pack information. The GITR cumulative doses are
presented in Table 3.9 and all film pack information is summarized in Table 3.12. Oblique
photography of the base surge taken by aircraft circling the event at an altitude of 10,000 feet
and a slant range of approximately 23,000 feet was used to check contour shapes against base
surge positions at early time, (the estimated accuracy of these surge boundaries is presented
in Section 3.3.2).

The total cumulative dose recorded by a std-GITR and the total dose registered by a NBS
film pack installed at the same location show good correspondence (Figure 3.97). Similar cor-
relation has been previously reported for similar combinations of film packs and recording ion
chambers (References 33 and 132). Both the directional and energy response of the NBS {ilm
packs are considered compatible with the std-GITR (Section C.4). Thus, the {ilm pack dose
may be converted to an equivalent total GITR dose by the factor of 1.25, the slope of the straight
line through the data plotted in Figure 3.97. Tripod f{ilm packs (Section 2.2.5) are considered
directly comparable with the std-GITR when the coracle did not overturn, whereas FFP’'s are
converted to an equivalent std-GITR dose by comparing them with the float packs attached to
nearby coracles. The variation between the three types of {ilm packs is usually small, being
caused primarily by differences in the total solid angle of the radiating cloud subtended and by
the egfects of radioactive water. The few large discrepancies between a tripod and an FFP
dose may be explained by overturn and subsequent passage of radioactive feam (Section 3.3.5).

The contours presented in this section are constructed by means of the logarithmic method
described in References 95 and 96. All cumulative dose information is first converted to an
equivalent std-GITR dose for a given station. These data points are mapped and then connected
by straizht lines along which the difference in dose between the two positions is marked off ac-
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cording to a logarit..iiic scale. The contours are then constructed through the = sultant field
of logarithmic scales. The first isodose contours to be constructed are the final contours,
since all information for a given shot can be used. After this map is completed, the contours
for earlier times are constructed from the final map with the aid of photographic information
on base surge shape and position.

All isodose contours presented suffer {rom the fact that the point density is too low to permit
reliable construction. Maximum reliance is placed in the final isodose contours (Figures 3.103
and 3.109) in which 21 data points have been used for the Wahoo construction and 79 for Umbrella.
Since no film pack information and only a portion of the total GITR array may be used in the con-
struction of the early time contours, these contours are no better than estimates based on the
limited data available and complete familiarity with conditions in the field at the time of the shot.
On the basis of rei‘ability, only the {inal coatours should be presented, and even this presenta-
tion in the case of Waioo may be questioned; however, since it is realized that a series of iso-
dose contours at various times shortly after zero time are needed and will probably be con~
structed by persons making an operational analysis of ships maneuvering in the vicinity of an
underwater detonation, the estimated isodose contours at these earlier times are also repro-
duced (Figures 3.98 through 3.102 and 3.104 through 3.107). These contours are, therefore,
presented under the assumption that estimates made by persons completely familiar with all
currently available information and with the situation in the {leld at the time the measurements
were made are preferable to no information whatsoever. All contours, especially those for
early times, must, however, be used with caution.

The protrusions shown in some early time contours and in the final contour for Wahoo may
be questioned; however, those for Umbrella appear to be supported by sufficient data to be
accepted. Such protrusions might have been caused by discrete bodies of radioactive aerosol
moving only along specific radii. Alternatively, discrete masses of radioactive aerosol might
have been propelied ahead of the rapidly advancing plumes and thus might have arrived at times
substantially ahead of the main body of activity along a given radius. There is some evidence
for this latter hypothesis in plots of base surge radius versus time (Section 3.3.4). Although
the data is insufficient to substantiate either hypothesis, the requirement {n both cases for a
relatively small, discrete body of radioactive acrosol should be noted, since this notion is
contrary to the usual concept of massive toroidal expansion.

Plots of GITR cumulative dose at various times versus distance from surface zero may be
more useful than contours for the operational analysis of situations involving moving ships,
since the direction of the surface wind and the approximate location of surface zero are the
two factors having the highest probability of being known. The basic cumulative dose informa-
tion has been discussed in Section 3.3.2 (Table 3.9), and the plots for 1, 2, 3, and § minutes
and 6 hours after zero time are presented in Figures 3.110 through 3.119. The points are
somewhat scattered, particulariy for cumulative periods less than 5 minutes, a fact that is
probably a result of the variable nature of the contaminating event at close distances. The
plots for Umbrella also exhibit 2 hump or plateau extending to approximately 7,500 £ 1,500
feet, a distance that corresponds to the point at which the radial expansion of the base surge
essentially ceases and the principal transport mechanism becomes the surface wind (Section
3.3.4). It is possible that this change in transport mechanism is reflected in the cumulative
dose.

Further information useful in a study of cloud dynamics i{s obtained by plotting the dose rate
versus distance from the moving cloud center, a presentation that should correct for the effects
of surface wind. Although conatderable latitude exists in the choice of surface wind, the plot is
reasonably insensitive to changes of the same order of magnitude as those listed in Section A.4.
Consequently, the surface winds reported by the Task Force (15 knots from 090° T for Wahoo
and 20 knots from 050° T for Umbrella) were used to compute the location of a hypothetical
surge center H at various times. The distance of all stations {rom this moving hypothetical
center were determined graphically and are summarized together with dose rate {nfermation
in Table 3.13. Only the data for the first 5 minutes has been plotted in Figures 3.120 through
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3.127, since at later times the fact that the center of the radioactive cloud and the center of the
radicactive water are separated by a considerable distance makes interpretation difficult. The
most probable position of the radioactive cloud is indicated in these plots as a shaded area; the
points not included in this area are considered to be dose rates arising primarily from radioac-
tive water. These piots are too scattered for any precise cloud shape to be established; how-
ever, they do indicate that the radioactive cloud for Wahoo is apparently continuous through its
center whereas Lhe center of the Umbrella cloud was relatively free of radioactive aerosol.
These generai distributlions of airborne radicactive material have already been suggested in
Section 3.3.2, and the presentation in this section is simply a means of summarizing the dose
rate information from all stations in a single plot.

3.3.4 Transport Phenomena. Analysis of transport phenomena has been performed orly to
the extent necessary to interpret the gamma dose rate records. The material presented ir this
section is again based upon an analysis of the GITR records and surge boundary positions de-
rived from photography as described in Section 3.3.2. The limitations of this preliminary treat-
ment have been explicitly stated in Section 3.3.2. In general, however, there is reasonable
agreement between data derived from photographic positions of the surge (Section 3.3.2) and
that determined by use of the hypothetical surge center H (Section 3.3.3, and this section).
Although the individual numerical values can only be accepted within wide limits of error, the
internal consistency of data from several diiferent analytical treatments is considered indica-
tive of the validity of the general interpretation.

Time of arrival (TOA) (see Appendix F) of radioactive material at a given station is the first
obvious parameter for inspection; however, TOA may be defined as (1) time to the first pro-
nounced increase in dose rate, (2) time to first peak in dose rate, or (3) time to some specified
point on the increasing slope of the first major dose rate peak. The last definition of TOA is
undoubtedly best, yet the selection of the specific point depends on the base surge model as-
sumed. By use of the computed dose rate curves for the approach of various hypothetical cioud
models (Figures 1.9 and 1.10, and Section A.3), an average TOA may be defined as 38 percent
of peak dose rate for any of the 60° cloud models, as 54 percent of peak for the 90° models over
1,200 feet in thickness, or as 74 percent of peak for 90° cloud models in the neighborhood of 400
feet thick. Accordingly, TOA has been read from the standard GITR records for 38, 54, 74,
and 100 percent of the {irst major peak in dose rate. These values are tabuiated in Tavie 3.1+.
The average of the 38- and 100-percent values is frequently used for the radiologically deter-
mined TOA (rad-TOA). This value is given in Table 3.11; as also indicated by this table, the
photographically determined TOA (photo-TOA) occurs after the rad-TOA {or Wahoo, whereas
the reverse is true for Umbrella.

A comparison between various photographically and radiologically determined approach ve-
locities (discussed later in this section) indicates some preference for the thicker cloud models
and a more definite preference {or all 80° cloud models. Since only rough general agreement is
shown, no positive selection of cloud models can be made; however, if the 60° cioud modeis are
accepted, the 38-percent TOA should be correct for most downwind arrivals. A plot of TOA
thus defined is presented for each shot in Figures 3.128 and 3.129. Since this definition does
not satis{y all observed phenomena, a similar plot of TOA defined as 100-percent peak dose
rate is also presented for each shot in Figures 3.130 and 3.131. A comparison of these plots
reveals that they are relatively insensitive to the definition of TOA.

After the break,
the slope of the best straight line for Wahoo is 15 to 16 knots, which is the $ame as the reported
surface wind speed at shot time. For Umbrella, arrival times at the more distant stations show
considerable scatter, which may be due to the effect of the atoll reef (Section 3.3.2). Visual
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approach velocities for these stations are, however, fairly consistent with the reportad surface
wind. It seems reasonable to assume, therefore, that the primary transport mechanism at
downwind distances greater than 7,500 = 1,500 feet is the surface wind. The upwind and cross-
wind arrivals cannot be analyzed in this simple manner, since the radial expansion in these
cases is being bucked to varying extents by the surface wind. Since the TOA at most upwind
and crosswind stations is less than 1 minute, the base surge center can be considered nearly
stationary, in which case radial expansion seems to carry the base surge to distances of 3,000
to 4,000 feet and 4,000 to 5,000 feet in the upwind and crosswind directions, respectively.

Although there are insufficient data points to be conclusive, these TOA plots suggest that the
base surge may have moved at different speeds in specific downwind directions. For Umbrella,
the slopes of the best straight lines through all stations at distances greater than 6,000 feet on
legs DL, D and DR indicate apparent speeds of 35, 23, and 17 knots, respectively. Since sur-
face winds have been assumed to be the primary transport mechanism at these greater distances,
the suggestion of different radial speeds is apparently contradictory. This contradiction may be
resolved by postulating a nonuniform distribution of radioactivity within the visual base surge
when radial expansion effectively ceases. Since the time intervals required for these masses
to reach the stations concerned are short, this nonuniform distribution could be reflected as
apparent differences in speed along specific radii. As previously suggested, this explanation
is at least consistent with the downwind protrusions on the isodose contours presented in Section
3.3.3. Alternatively, variable effects due to the atoll reef discussed later could result in appar-
ent differences in speed of approach.

The rapid radial expansion of the base surge predominating at closer distances is probably
due to collapse of the central column., This transport energy is dissipated at approximately
7,500 feet downwind of surface zero and at smaller distances in the upwind and crosswind direc-
tions. Although average downwind radial velocities for this expansion have been approximated
by determining the slope of a straight line through these closer points, the treatment oversim-
plifies the situation, since the decrease in radial velocity with distance from surface zero is
probably not linear and since wind effects are tacitly ignored.

More reasonable estimates of base surge approach velocities can be determined both for the
visible surge from the boundary plots (Section 3.3.2) and for the airborne radioactive material
from an analysis of the rate of rise to the first gamma dose rate peak. The visual approach
velocity may be calculated for either the primary photo-boundary P, or the outer smooth bound-
ary By. Since the distance of both boundaries as a function of time is given in the boundary
plots, the slope of the appropriate curve at some time (or distance) prior to surge arrival
yields the desired velocities. In most instances, these slopes are changing rapidly; thus, the
approach velocities are quite sensitive to the point at which the slope is determined. The most
informative comparison is that between the photographically and the radiologically determined
approach velocities; therefore the points are defined with respect to the time of peak dose rate
(TOP). Visual approach velocities are determined for times when P, or B, are 100, 200, 300,
and 500 feet more distant than at TOP. These velocities are presented in Table 3.15 (estimated
values enclosed in parentheses). Agreement between the approach velocities determined for the
primary photo-boundary and the outer smooth boundary indicates a relatively even surge outline
in the neighborhood of the station; conversely, large discrepancies suggest lobes or irregularities.

The approach velocity for the airborne radioactive material is determined by the rate of rise
(r of r) to the first major gamma dose rate peak (hence the r-of-r velocity). To determine ve-
locity in this manner, some shape has to be assumed for the approaching body of airborne radio-
active material. The radiation intensity for several cloud models has been calculated as a
function of distance between the cloud source and the detector (Section 1.3.2). Assuming that
these models approximate actual surge shapes, the distance required for an increase in dose
rate from 5 to 100 percent of peak value may be obtained from these computed intensities. This
distance divided by the time required for a similar increase in recorded gamma dose rate yields
a velocity of approach dependent upon the cloud model assumed. These approach velocities cal-
culated for a number of cloud models using a gamma energy of 1.25 Mev are presented in Table
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TL3LT 3.15  VIZUAL AFPRCACH VZLOCITIZS

Fo/3, deter-irec 2t indicat:g distarces crester than
ressures pourdiry distarce at TCF,.

minus cinus ziaus mims

106 £ 200 ft 300 ft 500 f't

(x) [63] (&) (&)
WAHOO
U 4.5 -5, 12 -2°-3 0, -7 2/
CL 3.9 7,12 3922 w324 L5, L0
CL k.6 13,5 16/7 1512 25,21
DL 7.1 11/20 15, 2C 16,20 20,20
D 3.0 1123 12/25 14,24 15,24
DR 4.5 17.20 14,20 13,20 13,20
DR 9.0 321 3213 217 32,27
DR 4.4 14716 15,16 16,14 19, 1k
DR 24.0 16,24 16,14 18,14 15/14
DR 6.8 14,14 14,17 15,19 26,24
DFR 12.8 91 19,19 19/19 22 19
CR 4.1 25/17 29/26 46,38 60,60
CR 5.2 6,7 8/1k 21/23 33/L45
CR AL ececeeaes (26)/(3) at 1.5 minccececcmamocan.
5C-2 fwd 32/36 32/36 32/36 32/36
DD-393 stbd 17,26 17,26 17/26 17/26
UMBRELLA
U1l8  emmemcceacecaao (4060 ) mmccmcccnmccnanen
U 2.7  eceeemcecemceeceas (3585 ) aemeccmccmccaaane
U 3.9 eecemmmeeeacec—aaa (20-25) cccemmccacccamean
CL 3.1 cccceccmceccccena- (35285 ) ccammcacaacaaeaes
CL 6.0 6/7 17/9 23,11 37,15
DLL 6.6 17/12 18/12 18/13 20/15
DL 6.2 20/19 21/20 22/21 26/26
DL 16.0 20/21 20,21 20/ 20/21
D 2.7 =  eesecccccntcecan-a (40-TO) ccccccceecceaaas
D48 38/32 Ly/38 L5/46 52/53
D 18.2 15/15 15,15 15/16 15/15
D 22.0 13,14 13/14 1h/14 14/15
DR 12.2 /7 L/10 5/11 $/12
DR 18.5 4/3 5/k4 5/5 /7
DRR 3.9 27/50 27,52 30/55 S4/T70
DRR 6.7 6/5 7/6 8/8 12/11
CR 4.9 12/16 16,22 19/32 35,48
EC~2 fwd ~cesecccrccancaca- (uo-so% -----------------
DD~UTh 8tDd cecmccccceeieaas (40-50)emmcmcaccccnacan
DD~592 8tbd cccemccmemcccaaas (4050 )-emmcemeccmcncaan
DD~593 port 12/1k 10/13 9/13 9/11
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3.16. The obvious di{ference between the assumed cloud models, which describe the approach
of a linear cloud {ront, and true base surge, which probably approaches as a segment of a
circle of finite radius, is negligible for the large surge dimensions observed.

As stated above, only a rough general agreement exists between the visual and radiological
approach velocities (Tables 3.15 and 3.16). The most favorable comparison is obtained for the
visual approach velocity determined at minus 500 feet. Lack of better agreement is probably
due to variations in the generation and behavior of different segments of total base surge and
to uncertain knowledge of local surface winds. Further difficulties are caused by double spikes
(Appendix F) in the first major peak and by obvious changes in the slope of the dose rate curve,
which are associated with base surge emergence at early times {(Section 3.2). R-of-r velocities
determined for rises from 1, 5, and 10 percent to 80 and 10C percent of peak in an attempt to
circumvent these difficulties do not yield any significant improvement. The 5- to 100-percent
determirations are simply presented as representative. Thus, although the comparison be-
tween visual and radiclogical approach velocities gives somewhat better agreement for the
thicker 60° cloud models, distinctions made on this basis may be entirely fictitious. The rough
general agreement between the visual and radiclogical approach velocities does suggest that the
visible surge and the radioactive aerosol are moved by the same mechanical forces but does not
necessarily imply that they are the same body of airborne material.

The velocities tabulated in Table 3.16 represent a best estimate of the speed with which the
major radiating source approached the detector. They are, therefore, the vector sum of the
velocity due to radial expansion and the surface wind velocity. An approximate value for the
radial velocity may be deduced from the approach velocity by assuming that movement of the
photographic surge center X (Appendix F) actually represents local variations in surface winds.
The instantaneous radial component of the local wind at the rad-TOA for each station can then
be estimated and is presented in Table 3.17. This radial component is small for rad-TOA’s
less than 1 minute, because the surge requires about that amount of time to accelerate to sur-
face wind speed. The appropriate approach velocities corrected for the wind component repre-
sent radial velocities due to expansion and are also presented in Table 3.17. The negative
velocities obtained at DR 9.0 for Wahoo may reflect possible ship retardation (Section 3.3.2)
whereas those obtained at the more distant stations for Umbrella probably indicate that local
wind variations based on movements of the photographic surge center X do not necessarily
correspond to those existing at the surge periphery.

For both shots, records from the Eniwetok weather station show enough variation in both
surface wind speed and direction to cause errors in the computed radial components as large
as =5 knots. These approximate radial velocities are plotted for Wahoo and Umbrella in Fig-
ures 3.132 and 3.133. Because expansion of the base surge into an opposing wind would tend
to increase the angle of the front, radial velocities derived from the 90° cloud model are used
for the upwind stations. Velocities derived from the 60° model are used in all other directions.
Cloud thicknesses of 1,600 {feet and 1,200 feet are used for Wahoo and Umbrella, respectively.
The scatter in the radial velocity data is partially due to uncertainties in the basic assumptions
underlying the calculations but may also be due to actual differences in the initial velocity of
expansion along specific radii. Furthermore, local vertical surge development caused by the
atoll reef could be reflected as an apparent increase in radiologically determined approach
velocity. The high approach velocity reported for Umbrella Station DR 18.6 may represent
such a case. Local vertical development over the reef could increase the radiating area with-
out greatly changing horizontal motion. Such action would result in an apparent increase in
approach velocity.

These approximate radial velocities may be compared with the luid models of References
97 through 100. In all investigations, fluid columns of a uniform density greater than that of
the ambient fluid were released from rest and their collapse studied photographically. A simi-
lar collapse has been suggested as the primary mechanism for the formation of base surge.
Unfortunately, Reference 97 is for a solid column, and insufficient information is available in
the published work to make an exact conversion to Wahoo and Umbreila conditions. The data
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given by Reference 98, however, has been converted to the Wahoo and Umbrella cases, using

a column diameter D of 2,000 feet and a column height C of 1,500 feet for Wahoo; similar
parameters for Umbrella are 1,800 feet and 5,000 feet, respectively. The cases for a solid
column and for two hollow columns (one with an inner core D, , 67 percent of the outer diam-
eter, and a second with an inner core D, , 85 percent of the outer diameter) are computed for
both shots. None of the resultant radial velocity curves compare with those obtained for Wahoo;
three such curves representing the three types of columns have been superimposed on the ob-
served curve in Figure 3.132. All velocities are plotted relative to zero time instead of relative
to the time of base surge formation as suggested by Reference 98. The case for a hollow core,
85 percent of the outer diameter, most closely approximates the radial velocities observed for
Umbrella, and three such curves representing the collapse of columns of three different den-
sities have been superimposed on the observed curve in Figure 3.133. The comparison with
these fluid models is, however, poor at best. The collapse of the fluid models starts with the
column at rest, a static condition that only approximates the actual situation. The collapsing
column, particularly on Wahoo, must have had some initial radial velocity before collapse as
indicated by the throwout plumes. A more extensive study of these phenomena is required
before any definite conclusions can be drawn.

The time of cessation (TOC) (see Appendix F) is subject to a number of definitions even
greater than TOA. TOC may be defined either as the time at which the normalized rate curve
becomes essentially horizontal after registering the passage of the main series of dose rate
peaks or as that point at which the normalized rate curve drops permanently below 10 r/hr.
Both TOC’s have been determined for each station, and these values are presented in Table
3.18. A plot of cessation times defined either way versus distance is badly scattered particu-
larly for the close-in stations where TOC is influenced both by surge development and by. con-
tributions from waterborne radioactive sources. At greater distances, the slope of the data
points roughly approximates the reported surface winds. Since the latter definition of the TOC
sometimes indicated by the abbreviation “norm 107 4~ , 1s more readily corrected for the ef-
fects of waterborne sources, this TOC is used for the study of the surge tails, the postulated
diffuse remnants which trail behind the base surge (Section 3.3.2). The length of these tails
is computed on the basis of the time difference between the photo-TOC and the rad-TOC, using
the official Task Force surface wind speed.

The distance of the primary surge photo-boundary Pg along each of the station legs has been
determined at various times after zero time (Table 3.19). A plot of these distances versus time
may be approximated by a straight line for most downwind legs. The slopes of these straight
lines are also given in Table 3.19. At approximately 4 minutes after Umbrella, a break occurs
in the downwind plots, which probably represents the passage of the downwind surge over the
atoll reef (Section 3.3.2). The slopes for Umbrella are, therefore, given both before and after
this time. In general, the siopes of all lines are close to the reported surface wind speeds;
however, once again there is some evidence of a difference in base surge velocity along spe-
cific radii. There is also some indication that the point of maximum dose rate (source center)
recedes farther behind the surge front at later times. Since the later visible boundaries are
rather diffuse, the postulated recession can only be illustrated by comparing the time at which
the dose rate reached 0.1 percent of peak values with time of the peak value (Figures 3.134 and
3.135). - The tendency for the time of peak to fail farther behind the time of the {irst rise in dose
rate is, however, s0 slight that it cannot be conclusively demonstrated with the available data.
If this phenomenon is real, it may possibly be explained by the fact that the base surge increases
in height with time and thus increases its effective radiating area.

The base surge radius has beer. determined by calculating the position of the hypothetical
surge center for the time of peak dose rate recorded at a given station and measuring the dis-
tance from the station to this center. These measurements have been made, both for the first
peak representing the downwind surge transit and for the completion of the upwind surge transit
(photo-TOC). These radii are presented in Table 3.20. The measured radii for the first peak
are also plotted in Figures 3.136 and 3.137. For Wahoo, the surge radii at time of peak appear
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TABLE 3.18 TIME OF CESSATION (TOC) AT CORACLES

Nominal Bearing From Distance From TOC T0C
Position Surface Zero Surface Zeco Norm. Horiz. norm 1034
deg (true) ~ za min
W aH00
U L5 066 “4,500 6 3.03
cL 3.9 159 3,600 5 (5.2)%
CL 4.6 151-1/2 4,600 7 4.45
DL 7.1 231-1/2 7,100 1k 11.34
D 8.0 2%6-1,2 8,000 17 15.80
DR L.5 263 4,500 15 ?
DR §.0 263 8,950 17 15.42
DR 4.4 265 14,400 16 (>20)w=
DR 2L.0 263 2L, 000 27 25.26
DRR 6.8 281 6,800 16 13.52
DRR 6 .8% 281 6,800 16 13.37
DRR 12.8 276 12,800 18 14.51
DRR 12.8% 276 12,800 18 14 .45
CR 4.1 33% 4,100 5 (3.8)w=
CR 5.2 33k-1/2 5,200 3 5.13
CR 6.4 332 ,400 9 (4.8 )wn
UMBRZLLA:
U1l.8 051.8 1,760 10 ?
U 2.7 067 2,700 8 (3.2)m»
2.7 067 2,700 8 (3.2)»»
3.9 068 3,800 i 1.h1
CL 3.1 163.7 3,060 6 (5.4)"
cL 6.0 158.9 6,010 8 4.00
DiL 6.6 2075~ £,582 2 9.08
DL 6.2 230.4 6,220 14 9.45
DL 16.0 237.1 15,980 20 14.23
D 2.7 2u8 2,670 8 »
D 2.7* 2u8 2,670 8 ?
D 4.8 247.9 4,770 12 (7.7)en
D L.8# 2u7.9 L,T70 12 (7.7)w
D 18.2 250.2 18,220 16 12.95
D 22.0 248 22,000 20 14.72
DR 12.2 262.5 12,230 12 8.54
DR 18.6 261 18,600 16 12.98
DRR 3.9 279.1 3,940 10 (6.8)%=
DRR 6.7 278.1 6,740 10 6.45
CR 4.9 334 4,910 7 2.47

#Record obtained from secondary GITR.
#*Values in parentheses are estimated or extrapclated.

238

/o



- - - 00k ‘4 001y 4o 00N’ 006w  QOL‘L  006°S 1]
- et - 009'g  000°L 002'9  000°S wa| 9t 00E‘0T 00T‘6 00Q‘L 0049 Huq
8°'0 €2 008’ 1Y 00511 006‘6 0069 00t ‘S uw 92 00T‘1T 00E*6 00E‘L  000°S w1
9 Tt 006G 1T 00T‘EY 00% ‘11 002°L 009 a g2 00T‘2t 00k ‘YT 00L‘g 0099 a
1T 12 000°91 0097t 00g ‘11 009°L 00L‘S iq 19 00g°‘0T 002‘0T O0OL‘6  00L‘9 1a
- - 0022 001’y 00k “y 10 00E‘9 000°L 000°L O006‘n 10
- - - 0062 00L*t n ooL‘2 00t‘2 006'E  OOn‘y n
P TIqw) 100yup

sjouy _sjouy k83 33 k34 E3 | 33 830Uy 13 3J W k34

uyw uy ¢

491JV_ 310430 uyw 20°9 Oy GGy umm gpf byw go-€ um 20'2 wpm g6 our upe 2/1-f umf upmg umwy  aurl
adorg; 0] 0137 1NJV W] Te1p9y | adotg i}, 0137 13TV Yl 19TPWY

——

SANTT "IVIOVY SNOTHVA ONOTY 3WId 40 NOLLONAJ V SY AXHVANAOY aGnO'ID DIHdVHOOJOHd 61 314Vl

239



TIME OF ARHIVAL

TIME OF ARRIVAL ,TOA (MIN)

. TOA (MiN}

10 fn -
e
o P
o — I Y
8 Ou'gO/ ﬁ‘/'\'/
f_ i ‘QQ) 099;'7 \}
&, - - e — L S - -
‘ 0%~ ‘
- =
— —_——— N— 2 - e Y - - e+ ——— e ot + i -
a Co€ey— aii’ i
‘ oma | [IEO°F€E 4 o~ !
r L Tt geroosses . 0RR 128
2 — (R R < e . e e
C s U qgeg
o Foag _&Q/é R e cR9 O
< 3 4 (] 8 10 2 14 1] i 22 22 24 26 28 32

OISTANCE FROM SURFACE ZERQ (THOUSZNCI CF FEET)

Figure 3.134 Comparison of time of peak with ex:liz:t tany <! orrival,
Shot Wahoo. Note: For greater convenience, dasicza liies re.resent
TOA information transferred from Figure 3.131.
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Figure 3.135 Comparison of time of peak with earliest time of
arrival, Shot Umbrella.
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to fall on two separate curves, the possible existence of which may again indicate differences
in radial transport velocities or may be due to the discrepancy between the official Task Force
surface wind (15 knots from 090° T) and that indicated by surge photography (14 knots from 070°
T). For Umbrella, the hypothetical surge radii tend to {all on a definite curve, although again
two separate branches at later times could be drawn because of the postulated effects of the
atoll reef and because of slight differences between the reported and photographically observed
surface winds (Task Force weather report: 050° T, 20 knots; surge photography: 053° T, 16
Encts). The radii determined at photo-TOC are fairly constant. Furthermore, they are simi-
lar both to the radii determined at TOP for the later transits and to those determined from base
surge pbovography (Section 3.3.2}.

Although ozly 2 few points of comparison exist, there are certain general similarities be-
tween Wahoo and Wigwam and between Umbrella ond Shet Baker Operation Crossroads) despite
the large differences in yield in both instances. The Wigwam base surge, like Wahoo, first
appears at about 13 seconds and expands at similar velocities; the visible surge velocitiss for
Wigwam have been calculated from photographs (Reference 14) and are presented for compari-
son in Appendix E. Each shot generated secondary and perhaps tertiary plumes, which possibly
resulted in secondary or tertiary base surges. Fallout or deposited material from the base
surge Seems to have been light at the greater distances. GITR’s installed aboard the YAG-39,
which was steaming at approximately 10 knots about 28,000 feet downwind of Wigwam, recorded
peak dose rate of 550 r/hr at 16 minutes and a second peak of 640 r/hr at 19.7 minutes (Refer-
ence 9). The GITR at Station DR 24.0 on Wahoo recorded a peak dose rate of 589 r/hr at 12.7
minutes followed by a gradual decrease in dose rate, which continued to approximately 25 min-
utes. Although the shape of the dose rate peaks differ, possibly because one detector was
moving while the other was stationary, both the peak dose rates and the time of arrival are
comparable (surface wind for Wigwam was 18 knots from 031° T). Furthermore, film packs
on the weather decks of the YAG-39 registered cumulative doses ranging from 26 to 35 r, values
which compare favorably with the tripod film pack dose of 33 r registered at DR 24.0. Thus,
despite the fact that the yields of the two detonations differ by a factor of 3, essentially the same
doses and dose rates were observed at similar locations.

Umbrella and Baker were quite dissimilar events; however, in the few instances where com-
parison can be made, nearly the same dose rates during base surge transit were observed on
both shots. The column for both shots was probably hollow. During Baker, the fireball was
briefly visible at the top of the column. Later a cumuliform cloud similar to those from surface
shots was formed, and the column was seen to be open to the atmosphere. During Umbrella, no
cumuliform cloud was formed, and the column was probably never open to the atmosphere. The
Baker column could have collapsed in a manner approximated by the fluid models just discussed;
however, as the Umbrella column collapsed, two high energy jets of water, one vertically up-
ward and the second downward, have been postulated at the collapsing apex.

During Baker, a heavy rain was observed to fall from the cumuliform cloud at about 3 min-
utes (References 35, 90, and 99) whereas for Umbrella a similar heavy rainfall from the base
surge may have occurred continuously during the first minute after zero time. If the hypothesis
(Reference 90) concerning the formation of this rain is accepted (Section 3.3.1), the early occur-
rence of rain would {ndicate that the individual droplets comprising the Umbrella base surge at
formation were much larger than those postulated for Baker. The initial base surge velocities
of the two shots are comparable; however, at later times the velocity for Umbrella falls con-
siderably below that for Baker (Appendix E).

Comparison of dose rate information for the two shots is difficult, since so little rate infor-
mation is available for Baker. Instruments similar to the std-GITR installed aboard LCT-874
and LCT-332 appear to have recorded an initial dose when the explosion bubble first reached
the water surface. The instruments saturated; therefore, the peak dose rate cannot be deter-
mined (Reference 5). The record of the LCT-874 (7,500 feet, bearing 045° T from surface zero)
is probably most similar to that obtained at DRR 6.7 on Umbrella; the peak dose rates were
4,000 r/hr at 1.7 minutes for the LCT-874 record and 6,000 r/hr at 2.0 minutes for DRR 6.7.
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A comparison of the LCT-332 (5,700 feet, bearing 089° T {rom surface zero) reco.d with that
from the CR 4.0 shows that the {irst peak dose rates were at 0.9 minute and

at 1.0 minute, respectively. The peak dose rates for the two shots appear, on the basis of this
limited data, to be about the same order of magnitude; however, the total dose registered by
film packs on the weather decks of the target ships for Baker are one or two orders of magni-
tude larger than total doses registered at similar locations for Umbrella (References 7 and 101).
A deta:led description of the film packs employed for Baker has not been located; however, it is
probable that they were packets of Eastman Kodabromide G-3 and Eastman 548-0 double and
single coat film shielded with a lead cross approximately 1 mm thick. Although the increased
sensitivity of this type of {ilm pack to beta and soft gamma radiation and the effects of heat prior
to recovery may have tncreased the recorded total dose, neither effect could cause the large
differences observed. It appears, there{ore, that a very much heavier deposition of radioactive
material occurred during Baker. The large deposit dose from Baker {s thought to be due w fall-
out {rom the cumuliform cloud, which contained large amounts of radicactive coral from the
lagoon bottom. Bottom material, however, does not appear to have been important during Um-~
brella even though this shot was fired on the bottom. A satisfactory explanation of this differ-
ence between Baker and Umbrella has not yet been advanced; however, it should be noted that
the column was observed to vent to the atmosphere on the former shot, while no such observa-
tion exists for the latter.

3.3.5 Estimated Waterborne Radioactivity. The contribution to the free-field gamma dose
rate from radioactive material falling intg the ocean is negligibly small in comparison to the
other radiation sources. Since only small amounts of radioactive material appear to have fallen
from the base surge at distances greater than 3,500 feet {(assumed maximum distance of heavy
rain, see Section 3.3.1), the relative insignificance of radiation due to material suspended in the *
water is not surprising. This statement, however, is definitely not true of the other sources of
waterborne activity discussed later in this section. The relative unimportance of radioactive
material deposited from the base surge and remaining suspended in the surface waters is indi-
cated in two ways. First, in all instances where the gamma record is not complicated by other
waterborne sources, the underwater gamma records drop abruptly after registering passage of
the airborne material, without showing any appreciable residual radiation. Second, FFP’s
drépped into the downwind array after the event do not register any dose significantly above the
background. These FFP's were dropped 120 minutes after Wahoo and 60 minutes after Umbrella;
therefore, the film pack data certainly indicates that no significant contribution for suspended
material exists after these times. This data cannot be considered conclusive, since if ail sus-
pended material is assumed to sink at a rate of 0.96 m/hr (discussed later in this section), the
postshot FFP drops are too late to register any significant dose from suspended material. The
data dose imply either that the dose {rom suspended material remaining near the surface is in-
significant or that, because of the sinking rate of this material, all important radiation ceases
shortly after passage of the base surge (for the stated sinking rate, this time would be approxi-
mately 30 mimutes). The doses obtained from these postshot FFP drops are summarized in
Table 3.21.

Records from the underwater GITR (TW-GITR), described in Section 2.2.2, are subject to
the same Nmitations set forth in Section 3.1. Unfortunately, a great deal of difficulty was ex-
pPerienced with the underwater detector cables and with the probe-dropping mechanism; there-
fore, only seven underwater records were obtained for Shot Wahoo and four for Shot Umbrella
(Figures 3.143 through 3.153). The majority of the underwater records show a high dose rate
Peak at a time roughly corresponding to the peak registered by the std-GITR upon passage of
the airborne radioactive material (compare Tables 3.8 and 3.22). The fact that the underwater
detectors frequently produce records similar to those of the std~GITR leads to the suspicion
that these detectors were much closer to the surface than the planned 6 feet. -

Accordingly, tn all cases where both a standard and an underwater record exists, the two
records are compared. Since peak dose rates do not provide a reliable basts for comparison,
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the 3-minute cumulative doses are used (Table 3.23). The possibility of radiation due to white
water cannot be excluded {rom the closer stations; therefore, the calculated depth of the under-
water detector in these instances must be regarded as 2 minimum possible depth. These depths
are calculated by modifying the expression for the radiation intensity at a point above an infinite
slab of uniformly distributed activity. In this case the radiation intensity at a depth beneath the
water surface 1 due to a radiating cloud above the surface, is expressed by:

uw !
Jad [M{] ~Lwd
= FwWe _ -El (= pyd
Lo 2»A§ B bw [-EL - pyd]
Where: JA = source uitensity per umt volume of the cloud
by = linear attenuation coeflicient for air

linear attenuation coefficient for water

Hw
K = a constant approximating the buildup factor in an expression
of the form (1+K uwd)

pwd = the path length in water expressed in units of mean {ree path for
gamma rays of a stated energy

d = depth of the detector below the water surface.

The radiation intensity at the interface Ig {s given by the expression:

Ja (1+X
Z#A

Thus, the ratio between I, and Ig is:

b o omiwd _ EWE gy ()
S +K

Values of this ratio have been calculated for a 1-Mev gamma energy and are plotted as a func-
tion of depth in Figure 3.138. These values were used in conjunction with the 3-minute cumu-
lative dose figures to estimate the depth of the underwater detectors given in Table 3.23. They
indicate that the underwater detector bobbed up to or near the surface, probably because of the -
action of device-generated water waves, aithough there is some suggestion that a combination
of current and normal wave action may occasionally have brought the detector near the surface
at later times. After analysis of the data, this hypothesis was experimentally verified. This
behavior had not been previously noted, since the detectors were dropped into the water only
after zero time, and caoracle recoveries after Wahoo were performed principally by nonproject
personnel. Because of the particular nature of both events, this attitude of the underwater de-
tectors does not vitiate their records; in fact, this occurrence permits checks on the std-GITR
records, which would not have been possible had the underwater detectors dropped to their
planned depth.

Radiation due to waterborne material other than that deposited from the base surge is dis-
cussed here, since these pheoomenz are definitely a part of the total gamma records. The
gamma records show evideace of two such sources, viz, (1) radiation due to water directly
contaminated by the device (white water) and (2) radiation due to patches of radioactive foam.

During the early recovery of the target ships about 2 hours after Umbrella, a patch of radio-
active foam, which pinned a survey meter set for a maximum rate of 50 r/hr, was observed
by Project 2.1 personnel. Although this report represents the only direct observation of radio-
acttve foam, it seems probably that such a waterborne source would be generated both by the
collapse of the column and by the violent upwelling of water immediately after the detonation.
The presence of spikes in the std-GITR records, after the passage of airborne material
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TABLE 2.23 COMPARISON OF STANDARD AND UNDERWATER GAMMA RECOKDS

Act:ai Position Stndard GITR  Underwater GITR

Nomunal Bearing  Distance Cimuiative Cumu.ative Rag Caleulated
From From e Depth of
Position Dose at Dose at UwW/sud
Surface Surface Uw GITR
3 Mioutes 3 Minutes
Zero Zero
deg true: it r r inches
Wahoo:
CL3Y 159 3,00 24 16.6 0.0709 12
CL 4.6 15184 [NV 150 0 0 72
D 8.0 258", L X208 63.85 0.000251 0.60000365 88
DR 4.5 283 4. 500 $27 3.133 0.00252 45
DR 2« 263 24 .00m 0 0 - -
CR 1Y a3s 4,100 142 3.99 0.0261 18
CR 52 334} 5,200 36 21.3 0.0674 13
Umbrella:
Ul.8 0581.3 1,760 738 U4 0.8768 1
DR 4.5 2632.5 4,330 No data 14.4 - -
ORR 1.9 2731 . 3,540 163 193 Q103 11
DRR 6.7 273.1 6,740 L08 0.01148 0.0000444 55
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Figure 3.138 Ratio of underwater dose rate as a function of depth
(calculated for 1-Mev gammas). '
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but at times requiring speeds two to five times the known ocean surface currents in the area.
gives further indirect evidence for such sources (Section 3.3.2). A compariscn of the std-GITR
and the UW-GITR records from Stations DR 4.5, CR 4.1, and CR 5.2 for Wahoo and DRR 3.9

for Umbrella reveals several instances at later times where the std-GITR shows a spike in dose
rate, which is either not recorded or recorded at a much lower intensity by the UW-GITR; such
differences could be the result of radioactive foam.

Finally, a careful inspection of photographs taken at an altitude of 24,000 feet aver Wahoo
surface zero shows a white border, which is probably foam, persisting along the downwind eage
of the white water area as late as 24 minutes after zero time. After about 13 minutes, the white
water area becomes indistinct, being distinguished only by the foam border along the downwind
edge and by a discontinuity in the surface roughness of the ocean observable along the other
edges.

Photographic evidence indicates that the spread of the white water itself is probably not a
toroidal circulation as suggested in Reference 102 but rather an overlayering of the surface
water by the violent upwelling of contaminated waters near the surface zero. This water, which
is white in appearance probably due to included bubbles (and bottom material in the case of Um-
brella}, spreads out radially along the surface to a distance of about 3,500 feet at velocities not
less than 10 knots. Evidence for overlayering is found by inspection of the white water bound-
aries presented with the isodose contours in Section 3.3.3, which reveal an indentation on their
outer perimeter associated with each of the closer target ships. These indentations are located
radially beyond the ships and are particularly pronounced for Wahoo. It seems more probable
that they would have been caused by surface interference with the suggested radial overlayering
phenomenon rather than by the interruption of a toroidal circulation extending to greater depths.

Additional evidence of radioactive surface water is provided by the G- to 6-hour records of
ooth the standard and the underwater GITR’s (Figures 3.154 through 3.182). When considering
these figures, it should be remembered that many of the coracles on Wahoo were drifting; their
estimated positions at later times are indicated in Figure 2.1. Recovery, when it occurred
during the record, is also indicated. The observed times of arrival and cessation for white
water are presented in Table 3.24. .

Times of cessation are particularly difficult to read from the gamma record and in many
instances are little better than guesses. For Wahoo, the TOA have been plotted as a function
of distance (Figure 3.133). Although the points show some scatter, a straight line with a slope-
¢f approximately 1 knot may be faired through them. The fact that these later events occur at
times and in directions that are compatible with known ocean surface currents in the region
further supports the assumption that they are indeed due to the movement of water directly
contaminated by the nuclear device. The reported dose rates may be converted to fission prod-
uct concentrations as indicated in Section C.6.

Assuming a speed of 1 knot, the path lengths through the white water have been computed for
the Wahoo stations and are also included in Table 3.24. These path lengths are usually shorter
than the last observed white water diameter (about 10,000 feet at 24 minutes), probably because
corrections for drift can only be approximate. They suggest, however, that this body of radio-
active water does not greatly increase its boundaries after about 24 minutes.

The O- to 6-hour records for Umbrella do not show much evidence of radioactive water at
later times. Since all deep-moored stations were recovered before any white water could have
crossed the reef and reached their positions, these stations are omitted from the analysis of
white water movement. Consequentiy, not all the 0- to 6-hour records for Umbrella have been
reproduced. The more distant stations within the lagoon indicate white water arrival at a time
compatible with an assumed radial expansion of 0.5 knot {rom the photographically established
23-minute white water boundary (Section 3.3.2). An assumed movement in the direction of the
surface wind at a speed of 1 knot also fits the water data nearly as well. Movement of lagoon
waters by the wind at comparable speeds has been reported for Bikini (Reference 94). A plot
of the Umbrella TOA for water is scattered; however, a line with a sloperof approximately 2
knots may be faired through the points (Figure 3.140). This line is presumed to represent the

248 Pages 250 and 251 were deleted.



movement of radioactive foam (Section 3.3.2).

Complete analysis of the waterborne record requires consideration of both the 0- to 15-m:n-
ute and the 0- to 6-hour records. Most of this analysis is presented as part of the free-field
dose rate discussion (Section 3.3.2), since certain spikes in dose rate presumed due to radio-
active foam might be mistaken for radiation from the base surge. The arrival and departure
of both foam and white water, computed for a number of speeds and directions, are presented
in Table 3.25. Drifting coracles are assumed to move with the wind at speeds determined for
a dragging mooring cable ualess there is good photographic evidence of {ree drift (Figure 2.16).
Foam is assumed to move in directions and at speeds determined by the combined effects of
ocean currents, sea conditions, and the surface wand. For Waboo, directions ranging from
250° T (average direction of coracle drift) to 332> T (Reference 92) and speeds of 1, 2, and 6
knots are calculated. For Umbrella, the same range of speeds is used, but the direction of
movement is limited to that of the surface wind. As shown in Table 3.11, the best agreement
between the gamma records and these assumed foam movements is obtained for a set and drift
of 270° T at 6 knots after Wahoo and 230° T at 2 knots after Umbrella. Although all evidence
for foam is at best circumstantial, the assumed foam movement after Wahoo is compatible with
the official surface wind direction and the reported ocean currents (References 53 and 93, and
project observations). The slower rate of foam movement after Umbrella is presumed to be a
consequence of smoother water conditions inside the lagoon, which would reduce stripping ac-
tion by the wind.

For Wahoo, white water arrival and cessation times calculated on the basis of a set and
drift of 270° T and 1 knot are also in reasonable agreement with observed dose rate values,
although sets of 250° T and 302° T give equally good or slightly better comparisons. For Um-
brella, the assumed radial expansion at 0.5 knot gives best general agreement with both the
gamma records and the observed early white water expansion. This radial expansion cannot
of course be used for calculation of cessation times. Since the limited current data available
for lagoons (Reference 94) indicates little surface current, the assumed radial expansion is at
least reasonable, although such continued expansion is not indicated by other late-time observa-
tions currently available to the project. At 5 or 6 hours after Umbrella, the white water patch
was still in the neighborhood of surface zero but was transected at least at the surface by a
channel of clear water roughly parallel to the surface wind direction (cbservation by project
personnel aboard the USS Munsee).

For Umbrella, white water is assumed to contain a suspension of pulverized coral from the
lagoon bottom. A significant {raction of the residual radioactivity is probably associated with
this suspension. The closer stations located within or near the white water boundary show a
Steady decline in dose rate due to a combination of decay and sinking of the radioactive material
below the surface. Laboratory tests of Umbrella crater material indicate that its sinking rate
in sea water is about 0.96 m/hr, a rate about a third that observed during Operation Redwing
(Section 1.3.1 and Reference 33). This difference is probably due to the finely pulverized con-
dition of the bottom material. Using the total linear attenuation coefficient for 1-Mev gammas
in water, this would indicate a decrease in dose rate of 1 decade per 21 minutes due to sinking
alone. Such slopes are observed in the normalized rate curves (Section 3.3.2).

An indication of the combined sinking and dilution rate for water sources is obtained by com-
paring the observed and the standard decay rates as shown in Figures 3.141 and 3.142 (the
standard decay curve is described in Section B.2). In these figures the average dose rates for
the later Wahoo records and the decay rates for a number of close-in Umbrella stations are
plotted as a function of time. The decrease in average dose rate shown by the later Wahoo rec-
ords is probably due to sinking or mixing with deeper water, since the white water area at the
surface remains unchanged.

For Umbrella, the decrease in dose rate after 30 minutes agrees closely with the standard
decay curve, which could mean that a fine radicactive suspension persists after the sinking of
the coarser material. Such agreement also implies no dilution by expansion or by surface
currents. A survey meter 15 feet above the center of the white water at H+4 hours read 200

252 {Text continued on Page 276)
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Figure 3.141 Accelerated decay of radioactive water (effects of sinking and

dilution), Shot Wahoo.

The standard decay curve is described in Section B.2.
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Figure 3.142 Accelerated decay of radioactive water (effects of sinking and

dilution), Shot Umbrella.

The standard decay curve is described in Section B.2.
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Figure 3.144 UW-GITR record, O to 15 minutes, coracle at
4,600 feet, 151.3° T {rom surface zero, Shot Wahoo.
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Figure 3.150 UW-GITR record, 0 to 15 minutes, coracle at
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at 3,900 feet, 158° T from surface zero, Shot Wahoo.
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Figure 3.182 Std-GITR record, 0 to 6 nours, coracle at
6,740 feet, 278.1° T from surface zero, Shot Umbrella.
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mr, hr. This low reading could be explained by assuming that the coarser suspended mater:al
(probably in the form of CaCOy sank, scavenging most of the radioactive debris as it did so.

3.4 GAMMA RADIATION FIELDS ABOARD TARGET SHIPS

Gamma fields aboard all target ships were measured by 2 std-GITR detector similar to that
used on the coracles. Although tape readout in some cases was accomplished by a different
method, limits of accuracy and restrictions similar to those already described for coracle rec-
ords apply to shipbocard gamma records (Sections 3.1.1 and 3.4.1). Most recorder transports
used aboard the skips were the §0-hour type (Section 2.2.1) rather than the 12-hour type used
in the coracles, and the detector was mouunted in a diferent casing (Figure 2.3). Since depas-
ited radioactive material may be neglected, the difference in response due to detector mounting
should be minimal; however, the Jower tape transport speed and the fact that the shipboard
installations had no timing biank (Section 2.2.7) combined to reduce time resolution to about
+3 seconds. The 60-hour tape transport was used aboard all target ships with the exception of
the pilot house and centerline-forward stations on the EC-2 for Shot Umbrella. The slow trans-
port speed was selected, despite the risk of saturation, so that in the event of large deposits of
radioactive material, the decay rate would be recorded {or a sufficient length of time to permit
a complete radiological survey of the vessel before the GITR record terminated.

In addition to the GITR’s, f{ilm packs were placed at approximately 20 locations aboard the
target vessels (Section 1.3.3) to establish a relationship between GITR stations and other ship-
board positions. The reported accuracy of these film packs is =20 percent (Section 2.2.5), but
the correlation between film pack and solid angle plots versus frame number (Section 3.4.2)
suggests higher accuracy. After each shot, a precise radiological survey of all topside decks
was made with calibrated Cutie Pies (Model CP-3DM beta-gamma survey meter, Reference
103) in an attempt to extend GITR and f{ilm pack data to still other shipboard locations.

The final positions and attitudes of all target ships are tabulated in Table 3.26 (References
75 and 104); movement of the ships after each shot has been estimated from photographs and
is also inciuded in the table. This movement of the ships should be remembered when consid-
ering these shipboard records. After Wahoo, the EC-2, DD-474, and DD-592 all changed
positions shortly after zero time (Figure 2.1). After Umbrella, the DD-474 broke her stern
mooring and swung on her forward anchor. The {inal position of the DD-474 was about 500 feet
upwind on the starboard quarter of the DD-592 with her bow into the wind (Figure 2.2). Ship
movement probably took place during the first 20 minutes after zero time; however, the DD-474
GITR records for Umbrella suggest that the ship did not move very far from its original position
during the first 5§ minutes. All target ships were equipped with full washdown, which was started
at the time of final evacuation (H~4 hours on Wahoo and H-2 hours on Umbrella) and was fueled
to run 14 hours. The washdown systems operated as planned, with the single exception of the
system on the DD-474 during Shot Wahoo. This ship did not appear to have washdown operating
forward at shot time.

3.4.1 Gamma Dose Rate versus Time. Because of 2 mutual interest in the gamma radiation
fields aboard the three destroyers, Projects 2.1 and 2.3 both used the records obtained by the
weather deck GITR’s at the bow, amidship-port, and amidship-starboard positions. Project 2.1
obtained dose rate information from these instruments, usiag the 704 computer on Parry Island
rather than the GITOUT device used for the caracie records. Since the two methods of readout
are entirely compatible, the information obtained by Project 2.1 has simply been recast by this
project into a form ideatical to that used for the coracle records.

In brief, the 704 program, described in References 57 and 86, is identical to the time-
between-pulse method described for the GITOUT device. Only the initial rise in dose rate on
the low-range channel and the subsequent high-range channel record were read outy using the
704 computer. The timing channel on the shipboard tapes was first monitored to detect possi-
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ble variations in the original recording speed, which, U found, were compensated by subpro-
graming the 704 computer. The high-range channel on the GITR tape was fed into the computer
where the time between each radiation pulse was measured aga:inst a 1-Mc timing signal in the
computer. Each radiation pulse interrupted the timing signal long enough to store the cumu-
lated time during the previous interval in the computer memory bank. Since only 48 msec (a
time much shorter than the duration of a radiation pulse {rom the GITR) were required by the
704 to store the cumulated time, the timing signal for the next interval could be started by the
same radiation pulse; thus, complete time-between-pulse information was obtained. Usually
all information on the high-range channel of a GITR could be stored in the 704 memory bank.
The computer was then programed to compute the average dose rate over each interval between
radiation pulses, to cumilate the dose increments and to sum the time intervals. The GITOUT
procedure is more accurate than the 704 procedure, since it uses the timing channe! informa-
tion on-the tape; however, the difference in accuracy between the 704 and the GITOUT cannot
be more than 1 percent. )

GITR records from the EC-2 and the platform station aboard the DD-592 and all remaining
low-range channe!l information from the destroyers were read out, using the GITOUT and the
fixed-interval-counting method described in Section 3.1.1. All 60-hour tapes had to be elec-
tronically stretched, a process that is also described in Section 3.1.1. The records for 0 to 15
minutes and 0 to 6 hours are presented in this section (Figures 3.183 through 3.206); the records
for 0 to 2.5 minutes are included in Section 3.2. Since no timing blank (Section 2.2.7) was in-
cluded in the shipboard control system, zero time was established by measuring 5 minutes on
the GITR timing channel starting from the minus-5-minute EG&G signal. Prior to evacuation
of the ships for Umbrella, some GITR’s were started manually. Zero time on these records
was established by matching first dose rate peaks with GITR’s that received the minus-5-
minute signal, aboard the same vessel. Zero time on the EC-2 records for Umbreila was de-
termined by calculating the time of the first peak on the basis of nearby coracle records.

Unmodified dose rates are presented, since any radicactive material deposited on the decks
was probably removed either by the water accompanying the deposition or by the washdown sys-
tem. The measurements represent gamma doSe rates resulting from airborne radicactive ma-
terial at specific positions aboard stationary ships under washdown. Unfortunately, nine of the
GITR’s saturated at peak dose rate for about 15 seconds during Umbrella; thus, exact cumulative
doses cannot be computed. The peak dose rates for the destroyers have been reconstructed by
Project 2.1, using the unsaturated records obtained from GITR’s installed inside the ships.
These reconstructed peaks are shown as a dashed line on the appropriate records. The total
cumulative dose has been determined by numerical integration, using a straight line between
the two dose rate points bounding the period of saturation. The difference between this integ-
rated dose and the corrected {ilm pack dose approximates the dose received during saturation.
In all cases, more than half the total dose was received during the brief interval of saturation.
These values together with the cumulative dose at various times after zero time for the non-
saturated shipboard records are presented in Table 3.27. The total doses registered by film
packs positioned within 3 feet of the GITR detector are also given for comparison.

For greater ease of comparison with the coracle data, the time and dose rate of the major
peaks shown by the shipboard records are summarized in Table 3.28. The normalized doses
have also been computed for various times afier zero time as described in Section 3.3.2 and
are presented in Table 3.28. Because corrections for waterborne radioactivity cannot be
accurately made, the cumulative normalized dose is stopped as soon as the gamma record
indicates completion of surge transit; therefore, comparison must be made with the observed
dose cumulated over the same time interval. Although the cumulative normalized dose con-
tains a number of inherent inaccuracies, it may be used to estimate the relative total amounts
of radicactive base surge transiting a given ship.

During both Wahoo and Umbrella, the GITR record obtained at the bow station aboard the
DD-593 is about double the other records obtained aboard that ship. The difference between
the corrected film pack dose and the total cumulative dose computed from the GITR record is
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also larger than nor:...1. The possibility exists that this detector was double pulsing (a mal-
function that would cause a dose rate about twice the actual dose rate); however, the instrument
was checked after each shot and found to be operating perfectly. Furthermore, the record
from this station agrees with those obtained from other GITR’s aboard the same ship after
passage of the base surge. The records are, therefore, considered reliable. Although no
completely satisfactory explanation for the discrepancy has yet been advanced, the most likely
possibility is that the bow records for the DD-593 are the result of an extreme case of ship
retardation {Sections 3.3.2 and 3.4.3). '

In many instances during Umbrella, the film pack dose is understandably higher than the
cumulative GITR dose, since the GITR was sawrated during peak dose rate (Table 3.27). This
difference, however, occurs at the forward station aboard the EC-2 during Wahoo where there
is no evidence of GITR saturation. The EC-2 was so oriented for Wahoo that the forward end
was engulied by the base surge slightly ahead of the rest of the ship. Although this difference
might account for a higher total dose at the forward station, it does not account for the differ-
ence between the {ilm pack dose and the total cumulative GITR dose. Superstructure shielding
effects (Section 3.4.2), ship retardation (Sections 3.3.2 and 3.4.3), or variation in deposition at
the two locations can be postulated but cannot be conclusively demonstrated.

Like those from the coracles, the shipboard records (Figures 3.183 through 3.194) may be
divided into characteristic types (Table 3.11). The general discussion of all shipboard records
has been incorporated with that of the coracle records (Section 3.3.2). The shipboard records
are presented in this section, using the same format and key previously described for the cor-
acles. The records are individually discussed here to indicate possible modifications due to
the superstructure or ship movement. In general the shipboard and coracle records are so
similar that the effects of the ship’s superstructure on the free-field gamma radiation is not
immediately apparent. An analysis of shipboard film pack doses, however, gives definite evi-
dence of superstructure effects and may be used in conjunction with cumulative GITR doses to
estimate the magnitude of such effects (Sections 3.4.2 and 3.4.3j.

For Wahoo, the shipboard records from the DD-474 and DD-5982 are limited to film pack
and meter survey information, because a power failure aboard both ships prevented receipt of
the radio signals that started the project instruments (Section 2.1.1). When this information is
considered, the fact that both ships moved after the detonation should be borne in mind (Figure
2.1). At 20 minutes after Wahoo, the DD-474 had moved about 900 feet farther downwind, and
the DD-592 had moved about 500 feet farther downwind.

During Wahoo, the EC-2 was anchored halfway between a crosswind and an upwind position
at 2,300 feet from surface zero with the starboard side facing surface zero obliquely. At 20
minutes after Wahoo, the EC-2 had moved an additional 600 feet crosswind (Figure 2.1); how-
ever, the estimated maximum movement during base surge transit is 200 feet. The EC-2 was
S0 oriented that the bow was first engulfed by the base surge as evidenced by the slight differ-
ence in time of peak between the forward and after stations. The abrupt decrease in dose rate
{Figures 3.183 and 3.184) immediately after the first peak is probably due to the passage of the
upwind surge beyond the ship. The gently sloping plateau from 2 to 4 minutes represents an
inner edge transit of the upwind surge with some additional contributions from white water,
which reached the ship at approximately 2 minutes. The gamia record persists about 4 min-
utes after the final transit of the primary surge photo-boundary P, (Appendix F). Using the
reported surface wind this delay in final transit could indicate a tail (Appendix F) of approxi-
mately 6,200 feet, but a more probahle cause is the temporary retention of surge remnants in
turbulent eddies associated with the superstructure (ship retardation). The fact that all ship-
board detectors were installed in positions that are both distant and shielded from waterborne
activity probably accounts for the absence of dose rate spikes caused by these sources.

The records for the DD-593 during Umbrella (Figures 3.185 and 3.186) represent a nearly
central cross section of the base surge, clearly showing an intersurge decrement. The ship
was positioned with the stern into the wind; thus, the starboard side faced the hot line (Appen-
dix F}). The records from the starboard and port GITR’s do not, however, show any significant
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differences. The special case of the bow GITR is discussed in Section 3.4.3. The prolon
sloping plateau extending {rom about 11 to 17 minutes is again most probably due to super
ture turbulence, although a long record due to a base surge tail is also possible (compare
Station D 8.0). The earliest arrival of waterborne sources is about 12 minutes. If such sc
did reach the ship, their arrival was masked by the last stages of base surge transit. La
records (Figures 3.197 and 3.198) show the arrival of white water at about 1 hour. The b«
and the port GITR register similar peak dose rates, but there is considerable difference !
tween these records and that of the starboard GITR. Such differences could be caused by
nonmuniform distribution of radioactivity within the white water boundary.

During Umbrella, the EC-2 was positioned at 1,650 feet crosswind with the port side {a
surface zero. Nu ship movement was observed after Umbrella. The records (Figures 3.
and 3.188} represent a central transit, which is close to being an inner edge transit. The
tral decrement appears to have been reccrded, but the high minimum dose rate in the firs
valley suggests contributions {rom 2 nearby inner base surge edge, although superstructu
turbulence could also be a contributing factor. The prolonged record from 3 to 5 minutes
most probably due to ship retardation. At 3 minutes, the white water boundary is approxi
1,000 feet radially beyond the EC-2; however, the record shows little contribution from th
source. AS Suggested previously, the shielded location of the shipboard detectors probab.
accounts for the reduced influence of waterborne sources.

The records for the DD-474 during Umbrella (Figures 3.189 and 3.190) represent a cen
cross section of the base surge, but possible effects due to the {ailure of the stern anchor
swinging of the ship must be considered. The DD-474 started with the stern toward surfa
zero and the port side facing the hot line; 20 minutes later it was 500 feet farther downwin
with the bow toward surface zerc and the starboard side facing the hot line. Very little c!
in the ship’s position could have taken place during the transit of the downwind surge, but.
lower dose rates recorded by the port GITR during upwind surge transit suggest partial st
structure shielding. The slightly higher dose rates recorded by the bow GITR are also th
result of differences in shielding. The prolonged gamma record from about 4 to 8 minute
probably due to temporary retention of the surge by superstructure turbulence. A central
decrement is, nevertheless, clearly recorded. The longer significant record of the stark
GITR in comparison to the port GITR also supports the turbulent retention hypothesis, but
difference is not consistently borne out by records from the other ships. Arrival of radio
foam would be masked by base surge transit; however, its final departure is calculated at
minutes. The rise in dose rate between 22 and 26 minutes may, however, be due to such s
At approximately 0.9 and again at 3.9 hours (Figures 3.201 and 3.202), there are relativel
den changes in the dose rate from waterborne sources suggesting rates of travel of 1 and !
knots, respectively.

The records for the DD-592 during Umbrella (Figures 3.191 and 3.192) also represent ;
central transit, which should be similar, since the DD-474 and DD-592 are at nearly the ¢
downwind distance 20 minutes after the shot. The DD-592 was oriented broadside with the
board side facing surface zero. Because of the ship’s greater distance {rom surface zero
times and heights of peaks are later and lower. The bow and platform GITR records trac!
other closely as might be expected, since they both represemt relatively exposed instrume
cations. No large {ncrease in dose rate with increasing detector height is shown, indicati
that both the bow and the platform instruments must subtend about the same solid angle of
surge (Section 3.4.2). The port and starboard GITR records are lower than the bow and p!
form records because of their relatively shielded locations. Again, the upwind transit las
longer than would be expected on the basis of cioud photography. The prolonged record is
probably due to ship retardation although the ship’s crosswind attitude should minimize su
retardation effects. The DD-592 was in white water {rom very early time. Later record
(Figures 3.203 and 3.204) indicate waterborne sources until 4.7 hours; thus, if the 6-minu
upwind white water boundary is used, a speed of 0.2 knot again results.
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The records for the DD-593 during Umbrella (Figures 3.193 and 3.194) also represent a
central transit. The ship was anchored with the stern toward surface zero and the port side
toward the hot line. No movement was observed after the shot. The records are comparable
to those obtained on the other destroyers. The valley occurring around 4.2 minutes corresponds
to the passage of the base surge center over the ship. The minimum dose rates for all shipboard
records of the central decrement are discussed in Section 3.3.2. The higher minimum dose rate
recorded by the starboard GITR is consistent with the ship’s orientation, since this instrument
would be more influenced by the inner edge of the base surge. The prolonged upwind surge
transi. is again probably due to superstructure turbulence effects. As during Wahoo, the bow
GITR record 2uring suree transit is abnormally high, a fact which is further discussed in Sec-
tion 3.4.3. The iater records (Figures 3.205 and 3.206) show increased dose rates due to
waterborne sources from 60 to 84 mimres and again from 2.3 to 2.6 hours. The earlier peaks
may be due to raciocactive foam. The later peaks indicate a speed of 0.3 knot, which is similar
to the previously calculated speeds for white water. The earlier peaks, however, indicate a
speed nearly three times this value.

3.4.2 Vvariation of Shipboard Dose with Position. Two means of extending the measurement
of gamma radiation exposure to additional weather deck positions were attempted. Approxi-
mately 20 NBS {ilm packs (Section 2.2.5) were placed in specially designed holders aboard each
of the target ships, as shown in Figures 1.12 through 1.14. The packs were placed exactly 3
{eet above the deck and, in the case of film packs associated with GITR’s, they were mounted
on a pipe stand so that the film would be exposed to the same gamma environment as the GITR
detector itself. These film pack stations represented the first attempt to extend GITR meas-
urements to other locations. The second extension consisted of a pattern of marked meter
survey points within J feet of every film pack, augmented by approximately 30 additional marked
points distributed over all important weather decks (Figures 1.12 through 1.14).

As soon after the shot as radiological safety permitted, all marked points were surveyed
with Cutie Pies (Model CP-3DM beta-gamma survey meter, Reference 103) calibrated ona
Co®® range within 6 days of the survey. At each point, four meter readings were taken exactly
3 feet above the deck with the meter probe pointed at 90° intervals relative to the bow.

These survey readings were averaged to compensate for possible variations caused by the
ship’s superstructure. The NBS film packs were also recovered at the time of this meter sur-
vey. Data obtained from all shipboard film packs together with the survey results are given
in Tables 3.30 and 3.31.

A control group of similar NBS {ilm packs were exposed on a Co* range at times sufficiently
close to shot time so that no specific correction would be required for latent image fading (Ref-
erence 49). The film packs recovered from the target ships were then interpreted by means of
these control films (Section C.4). Although {ilm pack doses show the usual relationship to the
GITR cumulative doses if the effects of superstructure shielding are taken in account, no rela-
tionship can be established between the survey readings and film pack doses. This lack of
correspondence is probably due to the fact that the principal radiation exposure occurs during
transit of the base surge while wind and washdown obscure any possible regularity in deposition.

A detailed analysis of the film pack doses indicates that the ship’s superstructure has a de-
tectable influence on the total gamma dose and thus probably on dose rate. Plots of the recorded
film pack dose versus frame number give a characteristic curve shape for each ship regardless
of ship’s attitude or distance from surface zero (Figures 3.207 through 3.212). The regularity’
of these curve shapes is definite evidence of superstructure effect. If the free-field radiation
is assumed to be uniform (this assumption can be valid only for relatively small masses of
radiating cloud if all evidence is considered), the dose received by film packs would be influ-
enced by the unobstructed solid angle subtended at the film. )

Consequently, the approximate solid angle subtended by each major component of the ship’s
super structure was calculated for each film pack location, using the DD-592 plans and photo-
graphs. This simplified treatment makes no allowance for variation in the shielding charac-
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Figure 3.184 Transit dose rate record and data summary for EC-2,
Shot Wahoo. (GITR’s installed on centerline at Frame 48, forward,
and Frame 137.5, aft, main deck.) See key preceding Table 3.11.
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Figure 3.188 Transit dose rate record and data summary for EC-2,
Shot Umbrella. (GITR installed on centerline, Frame 48, forward,
and Frame 137.5, aft, main deck.) See key preceding Table 3.11.
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Figure 3.189 Transit dose rate record and data summary for DD-474,
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Figure 3.189 Continued.
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Pasition: 3,¢c0 feet,

-  JMBRELLA DD-592 stbd
297 5 °T from Surface Zero

Complete Records (Unless Otherwise Indicated): =fd - Gz FP

Special Conditions: safurdfed. o occible o Teclerecice

—GENERAL INFORMATION -
Type of Tronsit: T#.r;uag'f Tl (‘v'AT'r_r'} TTC Type of Record: O, (DD- 92 ~#L {/‘

Max. Cose Rate sdivaaesd r/hr ot min.  Total Dose: _e £& r (Corverfea FR)
Fitm Pack Dose: Tripod S5O r, Float_—__r. Total Surge: 2309 (Trensit from 210 LD min)
—SURGE BOUNDARIES
Phofographic Boundary Radiological Boundary Source Center Tail Length
TOA  Center TOC TOA T0C relative to F,
(min)  (tt}{min)  (min} {(min) (min) (1) (1)
<Lu¥ Qeomo SisT sat. 7.52 (=500) < g00
— APPROACH VELOCITIES
Photographic (Vis.) Radiological (r-of-r)
minus minus minus minus
Q0 #t 200 ft  300ft 50011 16COf1 1200ft 4Q0ft
(k) () (&) (x) (x) x) (x)

Po 90° _— _—
8o (20-50) 60° _ — —
—WATER-BORNE SOURCES—— —BOMB GENERATED WAVES—

(¢t Boundary Plot) Ist TOA _—_ min
, . Wave 2nd o=
Foam (min)  Woter (min) No. 3rd “ =
Obs. TOA sk sk 4th o T
Obs. TOC Lo f-5°2-}
~s000 | i T ™ T
—MISCELLANEOUS DATA———— ] |
TOTAL SURGE DEPOSITION (IC) )RR |
¢/min ot 22 days: - VI R
APP!OX Fissions: -2000 J | I ! ; l l———‘
. * c——————————— : 1 | / /]I ! 1
I EY/E -
ESTIMATED DEPOSIT DOSE RATE Tooni- jf/ Do et e cme
(converted to Std-GITR response atlmn)| 3 opd—dffd i —
GITR Bockground: "  r/hr E‘W:T k/[// / 1
Survey Meter: ___ =™  t/hr \ /]ij e
IC Totat: - t/he +roa0 J/ 7’
i -~ \ 7/
tnitial Dose: €57. €.¢20 ¢

Shine Dose: &7 9% ¢
{for 38 % of Peak)

1 Tiwg (M)

Figure 3.192 Continued.
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— UMBRELLA DD-593 port

Position: ___ 2, 2C0 feet, |

2472.2 °T from Surfoce Zero

Complete Records (Unless Otherwise Indicated): _ 7 - 5/m0 =2
. Special Conditions: _pescbler /L (rilEmfoime, ~g
—GENERAL INFORMATION
Tyee of Tronsitt (eilrad & Type of Record: _/; (DO-79% . -}
Mcx Dase Rote: 5540 ¢/t ot £22min. Total Dose: 4.2 r
| Fitm Pack Dose: Tnpod £ _r, Floet _——_ . Tota: Surge: ZFQ_  (rranst trom [_to_ L2 mm)
~—SURGE BOUNDARIES )
} Photagraphic Boundary Rodiological Boundary Source Center Tail Length
! TOA  Center TOC TOA TOC relative to Ry
~{min)  (t){min}  (min) (min) (min) (f1) (1)
ey 1940/6.3 7490 ¢ 276 - 1490 3750
APPROACH VELOCITIES
Photographic (Vis.) Radiologica! (r-of-r)
minus minus minus minus
100 ft 200 ft 300ttt S5Q0ft 1600 ft 1200ft 40Q0ft
‘ te) (k) (k) (k) (k) (k) ()
Py LZ /c 9 2 90° _3s7 32 £
| Bo L& 2 43 Ll 60° ¥ 332 2
—WATER-BORNE SQURCES —— —BOMB GENERATED WAVES—j
{ ¢f. Boundary Plot) Wave |25n'd TOA _=—_ min
Foom (min)  Water (min) No.  3rd wo_—
Obs. TOA L. ze 4th "=
QObs. TOC 227 150

TOTAL SURGE DEPOSITION (IC)

¢/min at 22 days:
Approx. Fissions:

——

—

ESTIMATED DEPOSIT DOSE RATE

GITR Background: _—____r/hr
Survey Meter: /v
1C Total: = r/hr

imitial Dase:

Shine Dose:___ "
{tor 38°% of Peok)

—MISCELLANEQUS DATA——

{converted to Std-GITR response at Imin)

-%000

- ’ / ’(#‘; ’
\ x ?’

' LY/

-3000 L

2000

DISTANCE (FT)

; g
o P s - ; ot 7
A/ |
+2008 A y £ ;
iros ‘\Wf I/ |
g -gs .
+3000 ‘T [I[ f’ et Sl (_‘:
\ / (Mg Scaes !
\ 3 / 13007 20 e 1T vC ‘
+4000 —r 1 WaTe. 038 ®aTCe W C W w
\ \\./ 4 : :
\ 1 !

+4000 - I

° ] . 1] 12 2] .
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Figure 3.183 Continued.

301

/2



(-asnoy jopid aprsut papeisul MLID)
"OOYT M JoYS ‘049z adejans wWolf L .G'9Z ‘193) 00CZ v
¢-0d 405 'sInoy 9 0) g ‘pa0d2t YLID ¢61°g dandiyg

t¥H) 3Imiyg

9 3 v 3 2 | o
SN 100

] A B
] = e

o1
i il JeOH L0 N
R
!
- L]
- -

' ‘ - l. 200
TR sl 4

2S 1o puimdn

"] 3snon 107 2-23 OOHWM _ N Mt
A S T D IO S
.mnc.
— e b - ——— ‘m »0!

31lvu 3504

{uH/7 W

("yoop urewr ‘moq ‘1z owesd ‘ouyy
-191uad uo pafeisul HLID) "eldaquifl JO4S ‘03z AIRJINS WO L ,2°662
‘193] 006°L 1€ £6G-AA J0j ‘saInuiw [ 0] 0 ‘PHo2as YLID p6 1 gloanig

INIW) 3
sl vl 11 21 u ol 6 8 1 9 S 1 2 t b4 \ o_,o

R - o1

T
!
|

I
i

i
{
|

= L\ SR / = con

[ G N e e sl o S| |

7S 10 puimumop 1) 006’

- | me¢65-00 vT13uaMN
mll N # . 1

iy moy

s

vl

-1gOl

(W /M) 3ivd 350Q

302



{"qo0op

e Mo ‘g7 owreag  ‘OutpnIagined o pajieisut H.L19)
noyEm o4S ‘oaaz aatlans woaj L 062 ‘1997 006°8 1€

£65-C( 10y ‘Sanoy g 01 g ‘prodnd YLID LE1°E 2anhg

(HH) INg
S > 1

)
[}
{
__

e e

2S 10 putmumop y 006'8

08 £6G-00 OOHVM

cermers

RYTER

pbimenabonr

o

ot

kS

R N

3 you

¢01

100

3.v4 3500

(W7 N}

(yoap urewr ‘ye ‘grpe owead pue

‘PICMIOS ‘gp dwWBL ‘OUII9WAD 1O pofleisul HLID)
"00YEM 10U4S ‘0102 20EpINS Wwoaj 1, 682 ‘1991 00g‘T 1t
2-04 101 ‘s.noy g 0} 0 ‘pIoraL YLID 961°¢ dnilg

(UH} IN(L

— - -1100

01

303

ol

1
(en/ 3lvw 3500

LIt e e - R

m. o

25 10 puimdn 4} 0082
13V OGNV OM3 2-93 OOHVM

—— e

Ot

- - — oo

—



- (‘pavoqae)s ‘ggl oweay

(Casnoy jopd apisut pajreisut Y L1D)  Cepoaquf pue ‘yod ‘ggy swvagd ‘YI9p uitw uo pajieisui YLin)
OUS ‘0.3z soepans wodj L BG1 199) gG9°l e ooy EM 0HS ‘vlaz dorlans woaf 1, 062 ‘199) 006‘8 1€
2-03 1oy 'sinoy g o} g ‘provar HLID 66 oandig £65-AQ 0} ‘SInoy g 0} ¢ ‘pI012X ULID 861°¢ dIndIg
tuH} 3Iml {UH) ImiL
N < 4 € 2 ! [4] 9 < [ 4 < 2 1 o
S U . — o e 100 —_— 100
- m - - a- - S (R S s e
/\// " o o B o ‘ N o
_‘ o o SO RN B = o
_MLID ASNHOH 10Nd
h \,\c._u.nw\al.m
| ’ o1 - : oy = //\\\,\ N N g
| S
| o - il
w - .r
: - . - =
i R B - BN
i -t lor 8 - Yo
i . w :
: m 119~ 1404 :
' . » - —_— A -
_ - .. " - N - —— - -
.- oo m - e . . \
S |z R e B
N n n- N°. m N I A T ST ‘.M - = R - Uﬂ N°—
_ : ” ‘
! BRI N i A N S
- - R ! B o i D — e .
_ i - “ " B A IR NI S
| { i : B RS N A
) ! HeO! - - T : Fc0t
IS 10 PuImssod |} OGA'| . |- - ZS 10 pumumop 4} 0068 .
IsnNoH 10Md Z2-0373 w3HaNN| | - s P | 084S ONV 1Hod €6G-0d OOHVM | -
TTYTTTTOTY T R _ o SR B B N S o
! - 440t R - EEREEES : »O!
m ) o I P R S
. T
| -
U S - con

304

vy 350Q

(WM’ @)



(99p utu ‘moq

‘42 2weag foutjaouad uo poreisuy HLID)  Celjodqun
104G ‘oaaz doepIns wody 1, . 1°6hZ ‘199) 0061 v
PLY-AU Y01 ‘sanoy g 0) g ‘prodaa YLID 102°¢ oIndd

H) Iy
A—p S S S ! o.oo
10
-’)\)\‘l
. ol
ol m
| R
)| K [
j s
S
) ; —_ - m.... Xl
ZS j0 pumumop 4 QO
mo8 b/ -0 V1T134ENN
»0!
{
I R S AR S S

(AP e Yyge ‘grppt wead pur ‘paemiao) ‘g
awe.d ‘OWIIouad vo pagjeisut YLI19)  Cepoaquip
JOUS ‘0102 aoeans wodj f, 84S0 ‘109) 069 e

2-0d 10] ‘sianoy g 0) 0 ‘pI0Iod H.LID 002 ¢ dIndig

14H) Im
Y s 4 < z N ¢
. B4 - I 100
R i
|
T’I’ﬂv”l.% _
TS _ o0
./.II./ - W119-0M 4 .
.:.?:-\ /_Il. = !
ot
o 9
| ) -
2
»
”
- | s
) . Haota
!
1
Alx Ot
ZS 10 Pumssod i 0G9')
14v ONV OM4 2-03 V134G AN “ :
1400

305



(waopeid ‘a010aa1p und your-¢g jo doy puv }oIp urew

L

Moq ‘[z dwesy ‘OuijIauad uo pajIvISul ULID) -ejrauq

-wWn ous ‘019z 3deJINs wody L 58K 199] 000°¢ 1E
¢66-UqQq 0§ .m.:.—o—_ 9019 .U.—Ooo.— HlLID £02°¢ o.—:.m_...m

(LT LTPY
]
100
10
N7 MO MNOIY 1Y
H
i fot
w _
| !
‘ C o
‘ i :
| | .
| o

i

'

7S 10 pumumop | 000'E

e ONY W08 26G-0d Y T1IHENN

{cor

»O

¢O1

3lve 3500

(R LVR ]

("paeoqae)s ‘ggf sweayg pue “Qaod
‘91 dwead ‘HOOp uieul uo patfeisul Y.L1D)

104S ‘043z AorpIns WOy L ,L°GhT ‘1991 006°( 1T
pLP-0Q 10] ‘smoy g 0} ¢ ‘pI020I YLID 202§ dIndid

“epnaqun

®H) 3MIL
9 s v £ z ) 0
w00
U9 - 0diIS 1o
£
o
I
! A\ ot
: \
\
_ /\a..‘.
m \
[
ot
B 201
S S Bt IS ISR S
- )
] “{¢00
ZS 10 pumumop i 006\
081 OWV 1804 b) p-0Q ¥1I1IHENN
T _ p R it i
ot
]
S SO D _

Lo —— = L0t

(ur/ @ 3ivy 35CQ

306



("doap wew ‘moq

IZ el COutpauan uo pageisu ULID) enLaqun
WO4S ‘010z vdaejans wody 5, .2 6h2 W9 006°L 1T
£65-Ud 10} ‘sanoy 9 0) g ‘paode 1 WLID §OZ ¢ 2Indig

{YH) Inl
9 iiln B [ € 2 ] o_oo
Y i ill.lﬁ
' {
o
~ )19 - MO8
! }
i
| o
i i qon
_ -
* o1
|
1
200
A m (1]
25 10 puimumip 3 006,
Mmo8 ¢6G-(00a vT1134anN
T _ L
w »ol
m
e e b - v e .I._ e e e S ﬂO-

3Iivy 3$0Q

3 LI H

(‘pavoqae)s ‘ggt oweayg pue ‘yaod
g9g | 2utedy “YIap wiew uo pofeisut YLID)
104S ‘019z adejins woaj L .G gbZ ‘199 000°c v

‘N{1odquu

265-AQ 10} ‘suanoy g 0} ¢ ‘p10o3ar YLID 02 ¢ 4ndiy

s

jo puimumop () 000'C

aaLs GNv 1dod 26G-(ad VTI3WENN

R

$3
§
}

t4H) Iwil
9 < 1 4 € | o °
— T 10
'/Ay\ w .
T ﬂl\(\:/L R [N
N I\\ \U,/\.\
~— 4119 - 081S
ot
[+1]
N I
14 200

1

»Oi

sO1

(8H/ W) uvy 3504Q

307



{(‘pavoqurels ‘ggp owva g pue ‘jrod

‘g1 owedag ‘yoop .:..aE Ho paeIsut U L1O) -vieaquin
OUS ‘01402z d2TjANS WOaj L ,Z°6F2 ‘1090 006°L 1
£65-dQ 10} ‘sanoy g 0] g ‘PI0IIT ULID 907 ¢ I-1milid

(yH) IMg
S v € o}
_ Sy e oy 100
T
! JJF
i /;
: 10
{
'
1
|
! : o
o
i :
200
)

25 10 pumumop 1 006 Y

(0815 GNv 1804 €6G-0Q VI1348WN o

S e A e e e g0

3ive 3500

{ans o)

308

N
5
T



TARLE 3.30 SIIFECAAD FILM FAZK DOSES ARD AS3CCIATED SUPVEY READINGS

£l.2
Film Pack D-LTh Dh-532 ID-563 Pilm Pack
Station Number Survey® Fim Survey* Fila Surver* Finn Stations Surveys F
. . Nunber
=T nr T oI, or r er, 'hr r ar/kr r
wahoo:
3 30 1,020 L7 60s 26 235 1 20 3
Ges 39 1,28 36 T00 25 265 6 9 2
8 sk 920 96 610 k3 230 15 7 bS
k) 52 750 80 180 51 168 17 7 2!
b &2 830 & s 33 158 2L 18 1
1z 22 210 25 510 20 205 29 5 3
17 2z 1,230 26 740 22 10 32 6 2:
18 2 720 28 415 17 168 35 6 2
20 20 &1 13 L4s 18 200 38 6 2¢
21 56 L €2 L0 32 138 Ll 6 17
23 62 595 100 125 39 165 | ki 5 1
18 7% 5] 78 575 26 260 1 L5 6 bl
27 = 1,150 39 615 FIN 2% | b7 g 1
30 22 1,000 & 555 2L S, 10 14
37 26 610 3 395 26 164 55 7 1¢
40 29 1,500 L2 b4s 18 325 sé 7 2:
u2 LT 800 3k 800 36 19% 63ee 5 3:
52 (5% on 53 1,070 56 430 38 198 72 12 2
DD-532)
56 22 260 L1 520 2 203 17 5 1
57 23 910 31 500 16 139 19 2 2:
59 10 1,100 28 600 1 2L5 | Pilot Hcuse™ 6 S
Plat-Pt 16 1,320 15 760 9 368
Plat-Stdd 16 1,700 15 €50 ] 335
Uzbrells:
3 w2 lost 21 L30 6 51 b 23 5¢
Gon 17 700 20 550 8 59 é 17 &
8 15 630 20 375 6 49 15 8 T¢
9 13 L70 34 300 7 37 17+ 15 9¢
11 20 520 22 355 7 39 2y 30 7
12 14 550 16 E] s L5 29 29 &
17 T %) 1k 470 5 6 32 21 &
18 9 u6o b 200 6 35 35 16 1,0
0 18 L70 16 255 5 35 38 16 7
22 30 Lé0 kT 275 5 36 Ly 20 6t
23 23 s 28 180 8 31 Lk 25 57
2% 5 L7023 340 8 38| bs 25 ug
27 22 660 22 490 7 sk 47 3k 6:
30 1L 530 19 330 7 43 L9 22 5¢
37 16 350 17 215 6 36 55 1k 5¢
40 20 910 18 340 6 65 56 i7 5z
L2 27 lost 26 630 8 us 630 16 1,1
52 (54 on 22 26 290 8 43 712 16 P!
DD-5%2)
56 16 610 20 320 6 L6 g 17 35
57 17 520 18 2&% 4 kYé 79 18 L
53 9 630 16 195 2 52 |Pilot House*s 16 37
Plat-stdd  LOO 80 200 505 150 70
Plat-port Loo lost 200 550 150 71

* Swuvey times £ Wahoo were: OGMG-102uM, 1€ May for EC.2 (pilot house, I101SM, 21 May); OS49-10C
1€ May for DD-L74; 0826-06a8M,13 way Cfor ID-532; and 090°2-0928M,18 May for DD-5%1.

Saxrvey tims for Umbrells were: 05L3-1033, 10 Jume for BC-2; 1053-1128M, 10 June for DD-4TL (g
and starboard platform, 130M, 9 June}; 1015-1047M, 10 June for DD-592(port and starbosrd plat!
1300, 9 Jupe); and 0914-0954M, 10 June for DD-59) (port and starbosrd platfore, 1300M, § June)

** Abcard destroyers, GITR's wvere asaocisted vith film pack stations as follows: Bov-GITR = film g
station 17, Port GITR = film pack staticn 27, Starboard GITR s filz pack station 6, Platform &I
Port and starboard platform film peck station on the DD-592 only.

Aoomrd the EC-2, CITR's vere associated vith film pack stations ss follows: Pilot heuse GITR =
Pilot bouse f£ilm pack, Porvard GITR e fils pack station §3, Aft GITR = film pack statiom 17.

Fllz pack stations are presented grephically iz Pigures 1.12, 1.13 and 1.1b.
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TABLT 3.31

AVERATE SHIPRCARD SURVEY RTADTNIS NOT AZSCIATIT WITH FILM packs
(Average of fe.ir directioral realings a: each 3tAtian, see text)

Sta. .
fe.

DD.b74 o0-532 Dp-523 Sta. £C-2

Wakoc Uzbrells wah:: Ustrella aln3g  Unmbrells Ne. wancd  Umorella

k4 g 3 Z =

3 e R0 &2 %2

Sat T -~ ~ ~ 1

S < =Q =) =3 g

~9 > = =~z S

] @ 2 R A

L ¥ S 2 3k Sk Xk

& &t g -3 2E

£Z =g g 33 £2

- - o2 s == ==

b} o =z, hr = ~r

11 ¥ 28 ] é 2 7 13

11 2 2 26 $ ? 2 18

16 3 2C 22 [ ¢ j53 1y

12 23 20 23 6 [ = 19 13

2 L0 2c 25 g 7 3 x

16 70 »n 26 4 e z i7

22 17 42 1 18 4 9 5 ]

30 ple] 12 20 2% L 10 s 15

22 e 22 20 2t L o 5 12

20 8 21 12 21 b 12 5 1€

17 12 5 15 5 13 € i

s1 2¢ 100 k] 27 é 1 7 T

35 22 32 22 21 7 16 é 17

Lo 20 36 22 28 7 18 g 17

3L 2L 50 22 23 8 1 9 17

23 12 L3 23 24 8 20 9 18

2t 10 Ll 26 52 7 21 3 18

2 8 52 22 21 a 22 8 19

26 10 7 0 23 a 23 9 20

” 15 21 18 2i 3 25 6 20

6 16 20 bd 18 L 2€ 5 ]

17 16 20 18 16 4 27 5 20

k'] 28 6 20 20 4 28 5 30

31 22 43 18 18 5 30 7 a

31 23 28 2u 21 S 31 10 40

20 16 4“0 28 17 & 33 8 25

2% 20 k1 ok 20 4 e 5 16

25 18 20 1k 18 [3 36 3 18

21 pLs 24 1 1% [ 37 ] 18

22 13 35 24 23 “ 39 -] 15

20 21 3l 26 16 L Lo 7 2z

23 v 30 29 20 [ 42 8 28

26 15 34 28 23 6 43 s 24

29 18 33 1] 20 3 11 g 43

- - Lo 28 - - ¥ 1 H

23 20 36 26 16 6 50 8 18

33 -] - - 18 S 51 e 23

33 25 53 23 25 § 52 7 16

7 26 50 20 2 6 $3 7 16

sk 7 14

b14 ) 18

58 7 16

59 é 15

60 ] 1k

558 b 14

62 5 14

b6k » 16

i &5 13 bt

66 9 16

67 9 16

&8 9 15

6 12 16

70 13 18

T 12 18

73 8 19

T 7 0

75 8 23

76 5 18

78 6 16

& 1 18
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teristics of the various superstructure components; however, where a relatively thin section of
the superstructure subtended more than 10 percent of the total unobstructed solid angle, an
approximate shielding factor was estimated, using the ship’s plans and a gamma energy of 1
Mev. Plots of the approximate effective solid angle subtended by the radiating cloud are pre-
sented in Figures 3.213 and 3.214. A comparison of these plots with similar film pack plots
demonstrates the effect of the ship’s superstructure conclusively. A more refined treatment
of s problem would probably yield an even closer correspondence between film pack doses
and the tot.. solid angle subtended.

3.4.3 Conversion Factors. Although the effect of superstructure shielding has been demon-
strated ir the previous section, the calculation of conversion factors from isodose contours to
shipboard exposures s subject to many errors. The variable nature of the radiological event
at close ranges and the nonuniform distribution of radiocactive material within the base surge
are the principal sources of difficulty. These uncertainties can cause error even in the simple
extension of a shipboard GITR measurement to another shipboard position where a {ilm pack
reading has been made. Because of these difficulties, the estimated conversion factors are
restricted to total cumulative dose only. All factors should be used with caution.

With the exception of the EC-2 during Wahoo and the DD-592 during Umbrella, the average
total GITR dose and the average of the film pack doses from the exposed deck positions agree
with the total dose estimated from the isodose contours to within 15 percent (see Tables 3.27
and 3.30, and Figures 3.103 and 3.109 for basic data). The film pack inside the pilot house on
the EC-~2 is omitted from these averages for obvious reasons, and the cumulative dose {from
the bow GITR on the DD-5983 is also omitted for reasons discussed later. The average GITR
dose is less than or equal to the total dose estimated from the isodose contours for Wahoo,
whereas for Umbrella the average GITR dose is greater than the total dose estimated from the
isodose contours. If only exposed shipboard positions are considered, the film pack data also
shows some fairly consistent differences for the two detonations (Table 3.32). In general, the
shipboard doses for Wahoo are approximately 10 percent lower than what would be expected
from the {sodose contours, whereas for Umbrella they are 10 percent higher. The data is,
however, insufficient to make any further generalizations about the differences between Wahoo
and Umbrella. The variations shown by the EC-2 during Wahco and the DD-592 during Um-
brella are most probably due to errors in the isodose contours in the region of these ships,
although another possibie explanation is discussed later.

Conversion factors that compensate for superstructure shielding can also be computed for
each ship. Because of the paucity of GITR data, these conversion factors have been calculated
from fim pack data only. The average of all film pack doses aboard a given ship is low
because of shielding effects, whereas that for the platform film packs and perhaps even for
exposed positions on the superstructure decks is high because of the increased solid angle sub-
tended by elevated positions. The average of all exposed deck positions is, therefore, selected
as most representative of the free-field dose for a given ship, and all other shipboard
FP doses bave been normalized to these averages, to obtain the desired conversion {actors
(Table 3.33).

The plots of film pack dose versus irame oumber (Figures 3.207 through 3.212) show a
fairly consistent ditference between film pack doses on the opposite sides of the closer ships.
‘This difference is consistent with the artitude of the ship if allowance is made for movement
after rerc time (Figures 2.1 and 2.2). On the DD-593, the most distant ship, this difference
is 50 small as fo be somewhat arbitrary., On the closer destroyers for both shots and on the
EC-2 for Wahoo, the starboard side was exposed either to surface zero or to the track of the
base surge center (the hot line) and the starboard film packs; with the exception of a few ex-
posed positions on the superstructure, the starboard film packs reflect this orientation by
registering a significantly higher dose than the port film packs. For UmE'rella, the port side
of the EC-2 was facing surface zero; however, neither the port or starboard film packs show
a consistent pattern, although the port film packs generally ‘end to be higher.
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TAELZ 3.33 CONVERSION FACTORS FUR SUPERSTRUTTURE SSITISING

Wahoo Ucbrella
[-re sides Centerd Cther s.de® 3rge side~ center® Ctrer side® | Avernge
{xer2} Lice (porz) | (stxe)  Line {port) conversion factcr
Qe s Sta Caav Sta Jonv Sta oszv Cea Conv 3ta Canv {both shots) e
ra. Fec=cr $-. Facter KO. Factor| No. Factor No. TFacter Mo. Tacter | (sTg)*(csr)®( Stheref (sigWac-y:
H —
ib:' P
17 0.=€1 1T 1.075 1.03 s
1€ 0.553 6 0.5% 0.57 L
12 0.4633 27 ¢4 112 C.TIS 20 o0.602 |0.73 0.65 L 7.
o C.653 21 0.353 | 1.1 0.68% 2: c.5% lo.66 0.57 1.5 2
5 ¢.57¢ 23 0..57 3 0.602 21 Q.eeZ 10.99 Q.u5 2 2
&8 0.706 2L 0.6%3 g 0.6 gL ¢.802 [0.75 0.62 £.5 |3
€ 0.%%02 27  0.82%3 [ 27 0.3k3 | C.98 c.86 L 2.
3 0.783 30 0.76% 3 Lest X 0.678 10.78 0.72 6
37 0.u468 37 0 Q.46 2
0.152 1.2 1.18 0
s 0.%22 %2 0.168 1 2 0.61L W2 Lost | 0.72 0.0l [t
56 ©.737 s7- 0.737 } 35 o.7% 5T o©. 0.7 0.7¢5 | 2.5 5
59 0.9k5 59  0.870 c.85 2
(ave var %)
np-532 L2-592
hA 1.036 17 0.979 6.%6 2
16 o.5& 18 0.37% [ 2
2 Q.74 20 0.622 |12 0.63% 20 0.476 |0.63 0.55 é 1z
1L ¢.70T 21 0.57% | 11 0.66k 21 o.51k (0.6 0.5k 3 5.
? 0.5 231 0.L5% 3 0.561 23 0.336 | 0.5.5 0.4C 3 15
8 ¢.9sL 2L 0.%5 8 0.733 2k 0.536 [ 0.% [ 7 1L
§ 0.6 27T 0.%61 6 1.022 27 0.216 | 1.0 0.3 2 2
3 Q.87 30 o.777 3 0.8k 3¢ 0.7 |o.g2 G.18 2.5 n.
37 0.5%83 37 0.bo2 0.475 16
% 0.602 M 0.623 | 52 0.5L2 W 0.636 lo.s7 c.63 €.5 1
R L1 L2 1.17% 1.15 2.5
€ 0,728 ST 0.700 | 5€ 0.5%3 §7 0.52k {0.67 0.61 . 1k,
53 0.%L0 $3  0.739 0.79 6.3
(ave var 24)
DB-€33 DD-533
17 0.667 17 1.eN 0.87 23
) 18 0.552 o 18 0.58% Q.57 2
12 0.683 20 0.666 | 12 0.751 20 0©.585 {c.72 0.62 5 1
11 0.652 21 0.653 [ 11 o©.és: 21 0.501 [0.6 s.63 1 <
3 9.336 23 0.5k | 3 0.415 23 0.5 [0.93 Q.54 |5 3
£ 0756 2L 0.%66 8 o0.828 26 ¢.625 [2.%0 0.78 3 12
6 o0.%82 27T ©0.532 6 0.58% 27 0.9C2 | 0.5k 0.52 5 I,
3 0.783 30 0.759 3 0.832 » 0.718 |o.& 0.74 4 2.
3T 0.5%9 37 0.601 0.58 N
W 1l.082 40 1,085 1.08 0
52 0.65% L2 0.6:6 [ 52 0.7T18 k2 0.752 |0.6% 0.70 Lo 7
56  0.676 ST 0.663 [ 56 0.768 ST ©.768 {o0.T2 0.7 7 7
$9 0.816 59  0.868 0.8 3
(ave var 5%)
Vahoo Umbrella
Rrae sides Centar e Othar side o Surge side ¥ Center * Ctaer side *| Average Nariation
gnbdg Lioe rt Tt Line stbd Coaversion factor pf factor fro
ta Con¥ Sta Comv Sta coav ta caov Sta Coov Sta Conv (both shots) Brot mean
Ko. Factsr Noﬁ. Factor Bo. TPactor]| Ro. PFactor No. Pactor Ko. Pactor | (srg) (e+r) ( other JKerg) (se=)(
56 0.778 55 0571 |55 0.5 oo 6 0.492 |0.65 0.53 |
63  1.1%9 : 63  1.090 1.13 3.5
72 0.969 8 0.6L0 {49 0.531 72 0.673 [0.75 0.66 28
79 ©.813 W7 .60 {47 0.597 79 0.38% lo.T1 9.52 15
TT  0.M6T ™7 o.1n 0.42 12
1 1.032 e 0.3C L 2% 0.673 1 0.5 }0.55 0.5 22
é§ 1,02 15 ©.605 |15 0.7 6 0.585 |0.88 0.60 |16
1T 0.8 1T 0.510 0.88 4
- - B osn | L 0. - - 0.56 2.5
29 1.9 5  0.30 | b5 O.kéh 29 0.57% {0.81 c.a7 | 3
2 1.0 M 0.588 | Bl 0.616 2 0.5Ts {0.81 0.58 23
35 0.863 3B 0.917 | 38 0.33 35 0.9-8 [ 0.5k 0.93 8.5
{ave var 1

¢ Note: The side of the ships facing surface zero or the bot line is called tbe Surge side (srg); tbe apposit
side {s called the Other aide (otber). Positions on the centsr line sre indicated by {ctr).
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The conversion factors presented in T...c 3.33 have, therefore, been calculated {or the ex-
posed and for the shielded side of 2 ship. A comparison of the destroyer conversion factors
determined for the two shots indicates that, although they are fairly constant, there can be
variations as large as 20 percent of the mean. The comparison is by no means as good {or the
EC-2. These discrepancies (and possibly the abnormally high record for the bow station aboard
the DD-593) are probably due to local turbulence caused by the ship’s superstructure (Section
3.3.2).

Since a high reading was obtained at the bow station on the DD-593 on both shots and since
no fault can be found with the detector, the reading is considered valid. Furthermore, this
GITR record agrees with the other weather deck records after passage of the base surge. As
previously suggested, eddies caused by the superstructure may temporarily retain remnants
of the base surge at specific locations. A plot of the difference between the bow station and
the other two stations aboard the DD-383 versus time (Figure 3.215) yields a record resembling
that characteristic of the particular shot. The integrated dose under these curves is 288 r for
Wahoo and 93 r for Umbrella. Similar eddy effects are postulated aboard all target ships (Sec- -
tions 3.3.2 and 3.4.1). The temporary retention of surge in turbulent eddies surrounding the
ship’s superstructure would have highly variable effects and cannot be conclusively demonstrated
by the available data. A short retention at early time could result in a significant additional
dose; however, the case of the bow station on the DD-593 appears extreme. Pgssibly, these
effects may be more pronounced after the base surge has slowed down to surface wind velocities
and at times when the surge transit dose is not masking. Although retardation and temporary
retention of the surge by the ship’s superstructure seems a reasonable explanation for the pro-
longed gamma records after upwind surge transit, the extension to the bow records for the
DD-593 is at best difficult, and no completely satisfactory explanation has yet been advanced.

Although the eddy hypothesis cannot be conclusively demonstrated, it does indicate possible
errors in the assumption that the cumulative dose received aboard a ship corresponds to that
which would be predicted on the basis of the ship’s position relative to the isodose contours
and superstructure shielding factors. With these reservations, the dose determined from the
isodose contours may be assumed to represent that received at an exposed position well away
from the superstructure on a stationary ship under {ull washdown. This dose may then be con-
verted to other less exposed positions on the weather decks, using the conversion factors listed
in Table 3.33. This type of conversion may, of course, be extended to inner compartments us-
ing the film pack data obtained by Project 2.1. It is impossible to estimate the true accuracy
of this procedure; therefore, these conversion factors must be used with caution. This state-
ment is particularly true if this information is further extended to the case of moving ships.

3.5 CHARACTERISTICS OF AIRBORNE RADIOACTIVE MATERIAL

Since the chemical and physical parameters of base surge are indirectly associated with the
principal objectives of this project, only a brief summary of the Hardtack results is given here.
The two subjects covered in detail are (1) fractionation and (2) base surge collection aboard the
DD-592. Fractionation of radionuclides deposited on coracle surfaces becomes important when
determining the maximum possible contribution to the free-field dose from such sources. The
special collections aboard the DD-592 give some indication of the amount of water accompanying
deposition at distances of approximately 3,000 feet from surface zero. This region is beyond
the maximum throwout radius for both shots and yet stil! appears to be within a zone of heavy
water deposition (Sectfon 3.3.1). This water probably contains significant amounts of either
dissolved or emrained fission products, bat, according to the GITR records at these locations,
most of this radioactive material was rapidly washed from coracie and ship surfaces. Deposi-
tion from the base surge at greater distances is very light and does not appear to be accompa-
nied by such large amounts of water. —

More detailed reports of the results obtained from the Hardtack samples may be found in
the following reports: radiochemical analysis and fractionation (References 105 and 106);
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amounts of induced C1™ (Reference 107); decontamination studies (Reference 108); and plume
trajectories (Reference 109). .

3.5.1 Fractionation. Fractionation is indicated by the pronounced differences in decay
curves obtained from the various samples collected by the project. To establish the importance
of the radiation due to deposited material relative to the {ree-field radiation during base surge
transit, some systematic means of correcting for possible fractionation of the deposited mate-
rial was required. Coracle recovery operations prevented the counting of IC collections at
times earlier than abowt 11.5 hours on Wahoo and about 13.5 hours on Umbrella. Since decays
could not be rua on each IC tray, there did not appear to be any reliable means of correcting
the observed counts back to the time of deposition. A detailed examination of the IC decays
suggests, however, that the observed fracticaation has some regular correlation with the his-
tory of the radiocactive material immediately prior to collection. I should be emphasized that
these analyses of decay characteristics are made upon limited observations. Nevertheless the
apparent trends seem at least sufficient for the purposes of this project, especially since con-
clusions based upon this data are supported by information irom other sources (Section 3.3.1).

IC trays that were continuously exposed or that are known to have been altered by coracle
overturn have been eliminated from consideration; thus, only 21 decay curves for representa-
tive 1-minute IC collections (Table 3.34) are available for comparison. The 37- and 40-minute
collections from Station CR 2.7 for Umbrella are also included in this group since, although the
coracle is reported as overturned, the IC cannot have operated in an overturned position to ex-
pose these trays. Nevertheless, these collections are probably the result of an arming error
and thus represent those of an overturned coracle, in which case they should most resemble
the “water’ decay described later. Each IC decay was piotted from 0.5 to 60 days on a separate
sheet of transparent semilogarithmic paper, using identical scales; smooth curves were then
drawn so that they passed through all plotted points. By comparison of these curve shapes on
a light table, it was found that the curves could be grouped into two general classes whose
characteristic shapes could not be superimposed. No real distinction between collections from
the two shots could, however, be made.

These decay curves have been assembled into two families and normalized at 22 days (a time
which produces the narrowest pencil of lines between 20 and 40 days) and are presented in Fig-
ures 3.216 and 3.217. The family of decay curves represented in Figure 3.218 is typical of
collections that were probably deposited directly {from transiting airborne material; whereas
that in Figure 3.217 is typical of collections that could only have resulted from some secondary
process, such as radioactive water splashed into the collector. These two characteristic types
of decay were, therefore, called the “ base surge” or “early” decay and the “water” or “late”
decay, respectively. For ease of comparison, a best line has been faired through these two
families of curves, and these two lines together with the standard decay curve and the gamma-
intensity-decay unit (GIDU) decay curve obtained by Project 2.1 (Section B.2) are presented in
Figure 3.218. Note that the early collections approximate the standard decay curve prior to
22 days, whereas the late collections approximate it from this time to 60 days. One Umbrella
collection (DL 16.0 at 6 minutes) does not follow any of the decay curves over the entire §0-day
interval. The collections from DL 16.0 and D 22.0 for this shot are both so close to background
that thelr decay curves may have been influenced by changes in counter background. Other decay
curves obtained from IC trays that jammed in an exposed position or from other collections that
were continuous throughout the event are presented in Figure 3.219. These curves possess a
variety of shapes, which vary berseen the eariy and late characteristics.

In addition to this possitle division into two families, there also appears to be characteristic
subvariations in the shape of the base surge decay family (Figure 3.216). A more detailed com-
parison of the carves for Wahoo and Umbrella samples indicates that a further subdivision may
be possible (Figures 3.220 and 3.221). The collections corresponding to the plottedcurves are
given in Table 3.34. Although the correspondence is not perfect, there is a fairly consistent
change in curve shape with time of deposition, particularly for collections widely separated in
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TABLE 3.3¢ CHARACTERISTIC DECAY CURVES FOR IC COLLECTIONS

The IC cullections are designated by the location of the collection followed by
a time indicating the time at which the 1-minute collection ceased. For a more
detailed description, see Section D.2. (Also see Figures 3.220 and 3.221.)

Decay Character- Decay Character-
IC Collection Curve istic 1C Coallection Curve istic
No. Famuly No. Family
Wahoo: Umbrella:
CL 3.9, 2 min 3 Early U 2.7, 2 min 2 Early
CL 3.9, 3 min 2a Early U 2.7, 3 min 3 Early
CL 4.6, 3 min 2a Early CL 4.0, 2 min 4 Early
CL 7.1, 4 min 3 Early CL 4.0, 4 min 4 Early
DL 7.1, 9 min 1 Late DL 6.2, 2 min Ja Early
DR 4.5, 9 min 1 Late DL 16.0, 6 min 4a Neither
DR 24.0, 52 min 1 Late D 18.2, 7 min none Early?
DRR 8.8, 2 min 2 Early D 22.0, 9 min none Eariy?
DRR 6.3, 3 min 2 Early DR 12.2, 5 min 4a Early
DRR 12.8, 44 mun 1 Late CR 2.7, 37 min 1 Late
(overturn)
CR6.4, 2min 3 Early CR 2.7, 40 min 1 Late
(overturn)
CR 6.4, 3 min 3 Early
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time. Since the exact time of collection cannot be established with an accuracy greater than
+!, minute, the characteristic decay curves for the two shots are combined for the correction
of all IC collections (Figure 3.36). I these combined curves are accepted, the characteristic
shape of decay curves for coliections made in the first minute resembles that which would be
expected from samples deficient in short-lived or enriched in long-lived fission products.

The decay shapes for samples collected during the next 4 or 5 minutes show an apparently
continuous variation with time of collection, which could be duplicated by the addition of short-
lived or depletion of long-lived fission products. After about 5 minutes, the base surge decays
no longer exhibit any significant change with time of collection. In specific instances where a
direct contribution from radioactive water is suspected (U 2.7 on Umbrella), the observed
decay curve is intermediate between a base surge decay and a water decay. Contrarily, the
water decay curves, while quite distinct from the base surge family, show little variation with
either time or location of collection.

In general, the characteristic IC decays seem to depend primarily upon whether the deposi-
tion resulted from the base surge or from other sources with secondary modifications dependent
upon the time of collection. Although the location of collection necessarily affects the time of
deposition, this single factor in itself has apparently little significance. The data available is
not suwfficient to demonstrate the suggested time dependence conclusively; however, it is suffi-
cient to suggest that a more rigorous investigation of this phenomenon on future underwater
detonations might be rewarding.

Further evidence of the {ractionation of Hardtack samples is found in the radiochemical
analysis of a number of samples collected at various surface stations {or both Wahoo and Um-
brella and of a few cloud samples collected by LASL aircraft shortly after zero time (Refer-
ence 105). In summary, these analyses show evidence of extreme fractionation of certain
radionuclides with respect to Mo®. Zirconium, ruthenium, tellurium, and total rare earths
showed little fractionation, but the nuclides with gaseous precursors exhibit considerable f{luc-
tuation. The base surge samples for Wahoo show Sr' enrichments greater than 20, whereas
the Ba'** enrichments of the samples are approximately a third of those observed for Sr¥.
Conversely, base surge samples for Umbrella are enriched in Sr* by factors ranging between
3 and 10, with Ba!*® enrichments as great as twice those observed for Sr*. Ocean water sam-
ples from both events were deficient in both Sr*® and Ba!*® by factors as large as 2, whereas a
crater sample from Umbrella was deficient in Sr* by a factor of 10. Exact statement of all
these results is given in Reference 105.

The change in relative Sr¥? and Ba!*? fractionation reported for Wahoo and Umbrella may
represent an example of fractionation of gaseous {ission products at venting. The suggestion
that the IC decays demonstrate a consistent change dependent upon time of deposition during the
first minutes after detonation invites some preliminary speculation on possible fractionation
mechanisms that might be operative during the early stages of base surge generation. The
gaseous precursors of such radionuclides as Sr*® and Ba'*’ may not be dissolved in the water
droplets comprising the plumes and base surge, whereas most nonvolatile {ission products
could be effectively scavenged either in the ocean prior to venting or subsequently by these
same liquid droplets. So long as these precursors remain gaseous, they can exist independ-
ently, going into solution in the liquid droplets at rates that are slow in comparison to the
rate of surge development. Upon decay to a nonvolatile daughter, however, the radionuclide
would be strongly attracted to any available surface. Since in the column and early base surge
a very large area of liquid surface exists, the rapid incorporation of these nonvolatile radio-
nuclides can be presumed.

Assaming that only a2 small percentage of the total fission products becomes airborne after
an widcrwater detonation but that a large proportion of the volatile products escape when the
explosion hubble reaches the water surface and become mixed with the column and base surge,
it seems reasonable to suppose that base surge droplets would become inceeasingly enriched
with the decay products of the gaseous radionuclides. Assuming that various small percentages
of the total fission products escape at bubble surfacing time, the calculated enrichment with
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respect to Mo** for various radionuclides with volatile precursors indicates changes in nuclide
composition with time, which are in rough agreement with the observed values for Sr® and Ba!¢’
on Wahoo and Umbrella. If this hypothesis is accepted, it would be reasonable to expect that,
because of the later surfacing time on Wahoo, a larger proportion of Bal*’, which has shorter-
lived gaseous precursors than Sr®, would remain with the ocean water. The early surfacing
of Umbrella would permit a larger proportion of the volatile precursors of Ba'’ to escape.
These would then be rapidly scavenged by airborne droplets. It would appear that both these
effects have been observed (Reference 105). The speculations offered here cannot be consid-
ered conclusive; they do, however, appear to justify the limited observations made during
Operation Hardtack and suggest that more precise investigation into such possible mechanisms
might further illucidate the fractionation phenomenon.

Other miscellaneous samples collected by various simple means gave further evidence of
fractionation. These samples inciuded ocean-water samples, funnel samples, bottom samples,
and cloud samples. The ocean-water samples were simply collected in polyethylene bottles.
The funnel samplers (FS) described in Sections 1.33 and 2.2.6 were placed at a number of posi-
tions within the array in a special bracket that permitted helicopter recovery immediately after
the shot; thus, decay information from H+4 hours was obtained for both Wahoo and Umbrella.
Cloud samples were obtained for Project 2.3 by the LASL cloud-sampling aircraft. Cloud
samples were collected on 2-inch-square fiiter paper patches placed upon the iarge filter paper
normally used by LASL for aircraft sampling. A single bottom sample was obtained from the
Umbrella crater on 13 June 1958 by means of an improvised bottom trawl. The locations and
times of collection for all these miscellaneous samples are summarized in Table 3.35. The
crystal decay curves obtained for some of these samples are presented in Figures 3.222 and
3.223. Al these decays were counted on Shelf 1 of End-Window Gamma Counter 2 (described
in Section 3.3.1). The distance from the support of Shelf 1 to the bottom of the crystal is 21 -
mm (conversion factor from Shelf 1 to Shelf § is 0.173). The cloud sample filter patches were
digested by vigorous stirring in nitric acid, and the resulting suspension was filtered and made
up to 50 ml. A 2-ml aliquot of this filtrate was distributed over the collecting surface of a
blank IC tray, which was then counted.

All FS’s were treated in a similar manner. These samples were made up to a known volume,
and an aliquot of the resulting solution was distributed over an IC tray as summarized in Table
3.36. Similarly a 3-ml aliquot of the H + ¢ huur vcean-water sampie for Uwbrella was distrib-
uted over an IC tray and counted. Tle Umbrella crater sample was also counted by first dis-
solving 2.4 grams of the air-dried mud in nitric acid and then distributing the solution over an
IC tray. The treatment of these miscellaneous samples permits comparison with decays deter-
mined for the IC collections if correction for shelf geometry is made. Funnel Sample 1 and
Cloud Sample 1 for Wahoo were also counted in a 47 gamma ionization chamber (Reference 110).
The relative ionization readings versus times are presented in Figure 3.224.

3.5.2 Physical and Chemical Properties. The majority of project instrumentation was spe-
cifically designed for the measurement of the gamma fields resulting from an underwater
detonation. Only those instruments installed on the platforms aboard each target destroyer
(Sections 1.3.3 and 2.2.6) were designed to provide samples from which physical and chemical
properties could be determined. Thus, the conclusions presented in this report are obtained
from a limited number of samples collected at no more than three downwind positions. During
Wahoo, samples were obtained {rom the DD-593 only because of the power fatlure aboard the
DD-474 and DD-382 prior to the shot. During Umbrella, nearly complete sets of samples were
obtained from the DL-592 and DD-593, those aboard the DD-474 having been destroyed by what
appeared (o be the impact of the water-laden base surge moving at its initially high velocity.

The AFI installed on the platform aboard the DD-592 (Figures 1.13, 1.16, and 2.8) is fully
described in Section 2.2.6. A series of samples are collected at a rate of 10 {t¥min on DMT
filters, each backed by reservoirs that act as liquid traps. Thus, the sample i8 separated at
the time of collection into liquid and solid fractions. A total collection by the AFI is composed
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TABLE 3.35 MISCELLANEOUS SAMPLE DATA

Actual Position

Location of Bearing  Distance Time of Collection

Installation EPG EPG
Tyvpe of Sample ) From From

or Collecting Date Time

Agency Surface Surface 1958
Zero Zero
deg rtruej ft
Wahoo:
Funnel Sample 1 YC-2 28 2,100 16 May 1530
Funnel Sample 2 YC-1 29 3,600 18 May 1030
Funnel Sample 3 YC-5 244.5 4,500 18 May 1130
Funnel Sample 4 YC-6 248 6,500 18 May 1130
Cloud Sample I Aircraft (altitude of 1,800 ft) 16 May 1356
Cloud Sample II Aircraft (altitude of 2,500 ft) 16 May 1408
Ocean Water [ Bolster 158 1,500 16 May 1509
Ocean Water I Rehoboth {11°19.0' N lat. 17 May 1000
162°00.5' E long.)

Umbrella:
Funnel S8ample 5 YFNB 12 068 2,350 9 June 1248
Funnel Sample 6 YC-7 96 3,150 9 June 1249
Funnel Sample 7 EC-2 158 1,650 10 June 0930
Funnel Sample 8 NOL-55 251.3 5,620 10 June 1245
Cloud Sample Aireraft (altitude of 850 ft) 9 June 1126
Ocean Water | Radsafe LCM 039 370 9 June 1232
Ocean Water I1 Munsee 248 4,400 10 June 1200
Crater Sample Project LCM (Approximately S2) 13 June 1445

TABLE 3.36 SUMMARY FOR FUNNEL SAMPLES

All measurements in milliliters.

Sample Recovered Equivalent Samplie Made Up Aliquot Placed
Number Volume Sea Water * to Tota] Volume on IC Tray
F§-1 5to 10 S50 0.50

FS-5 ki 100 0.10

FS5-6 336 363.7 500 0.50

FS-17 11 50 5.0

FS-8 45 100 5.0

* Determined by chloride analysis.
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of 30 pairs of liquid and solid fractions, 20 of which are collected over a consecutive sequence
of 2-minute intervals (designated 2-1, 2-2, etc., in Table 3.37) and 10 of which are zollected
over a simultaneous consecutive sequence of 10-minute intervals (Jesignated 10-1, 10-2, etc.,
in Table 3.37). For Umbrella, both sampling sequences were started by a radiation trigger at
zero time; however, only a partial collection was obtained. Because of misalinement of the
indexing switches by shock, the last two sampling heads in the 10-minute sequence did not open
and the last 10 collections of the 2-minute sequence were probably obtained without any vacuum
being applied to the sampling head. Thus, although the analytical results for all collections
are tabulated, only Samples 10-1 through 10-8 and 2-1 through 2-10 are considered truly repre-
sentative. All AFI samples were sealed upon recovery and returned to NRDL for analysis.
When recavered in the field, the first samples in both the 2-minute and the 10-minute series
were heavily loaded with visible residue, which upon cursory inspection resembled pulverized
coral.

Upon arrival at NRDL, each sampling head containing its water reservoir (Figure 2.9) was
first counted on the bottom shelf of a doghouse counter—a l-inch-diameter, 1-inch-thick,
thallium activated Nal crystal canned in spun aluminum and installed inside a large lead shield
into which samples as large as 18 by 22 inches can be placed (Reference 33). The shelf-to-
crystal distance is 3 feet. The water reservoirs were then removed and the volume of the con-
tents measured. Y the reservoirs were dry, 25 ml of distilled water was added. A 4-mi ali-
quot of the liquid phase was then counted in a well counter —a 13/‘-inch-diameter, 2-inch-thick,
thallium activated Nal crystal containing a central well ¥ inch in diameter and 1 inches deep
sealed in a ‘/,,-inch spun aluminum can (Reference 110). About 150 ml of chloroform was used
to dissolve the DMT filters and to rinse out the sampling head. The solution and rinse were
then filtered through an HA Millipore filter (a cellulose nitrate membrane having a controlled
pore size of 0.45 micron). The residue was distributed as uniformly as possible over a circle
34 mm in diameter and was washed with additional chloroform to assure complete removal of
DMT. The residue was dried overnight in a desiccator, weighed, then mounted on a plastic
cap and counted on Shelf 5 of End-Window Gamma Counter 3 (an instrument similar to that used
in the EPG). After removal of the DMT f{ilter, the empty sampling head was again counted in
the doghouse counter. Large amounts of residual activity appeared to be adsorbed on the bot-
tom screen and aluminum walls and was extremely difficult to remove. Counts of the discarded
chloroform filtrates containing the dissolved DMT f{ilters indicated that less than 1 percent of
the activity was lost in the transfer to HA Millipore {ilters.

A summary of AFI results is presented in Table 3.37. All counts have been reduced to a
fifth-shelf end-window gamma counter response at 6§ days after zero time. Conversion factors
were obtained by comparing the doghouse counts of two AOC samples obtained aboard the DD-592
during Umbrella with the well counts and end-window counts of aliquots from the same AOC sam-
ples. The factor converting a doghouse count to a fifth-shelf end-window count is approximately
100 (the exact value varies between 99 and 103 for the period of 5§ to 45 days). A similar factor
converting the well counts at 6 days to end-window counts at 6 days is 0.27. Since the time of
count can cause a significant variation in this factor, all other measurements have been brought
to the time of this measurement using the observed decay curves. The decays for both the solid
and liquid fractions of Samples 10-3,10-8, and 2-11 are presented in Figures 3.225 through 3.227.

The liquid fractions of the AFI samples obtained during Umbrella are first considered. Sam-
ples 10-1 and 2-1 have about equivalent amounts of water associated with them; since Samples
2-2 through 2-5 are dry, all this liquid must have been deposited in the first 2 minutes after
zero time. The inside diameter of the AFI sampling heads is 3.55 inches; therefore, if uniform
deposition is assumed, the collection corresponds to a rainfall of about 7 in/hr. Photographic
evidence from Wahoo gives a maximum crosswind throwout radius of about 1,800 feet (Section
3.3.1); trajectories for downwind positions for both Wahoo and Umbrella are not expected to be
much greater. Thus, massive deposition of water from such sources seems unlikely. All evi-
dence indicates that base surge was in the neighborhood of the DD-582 at about 1 minute; how-
ever, the ship’s washdown must also be considered as another possible source of the liquid
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TASLI .37 ACTIVITY OF AIR PILTRATION INSTRUMENT (AFI) SAMPLES
(ALl counts couverted to end-windov gamza courter at 6 days after detomation)ws

3axczie Collection Total Sample Total Solid Total Liquid Total Courts Sum of Solid, Liguid

Isterval Count Count Count Remaining oo and R:omainder Zoun<s

(min arfter Sazpling

zero time) Head Walls

{105 ¢/m:n) (e/ein) (e/zin) (105 o/min) (165 ¢ zmin)

10-1 0-10 62.0 114,818 81,000 8.59 1.05
10-2 10-20 3.09 €14 dry _ 2.Lb 2.kl
10-3 20-30 3.13 952 dry 2.66 2.5
10-5 30-40 3.15 502 ary 2.7k 2.72
10-5 49-50 3.09 is2 dry 2.29 2.2%
10-6 50-60 6.21 3,076 43,200 2.26 2.7¢8
10-7 60.70 3.39 2,210 ary 2.37 2.3
10.8 70-80 13.9 15,412 15,287 3.15 3.L3
10.9+ (80-90)1 11.1 10,148 3,330 L.72 L,56
10-10+ (90-100)1 228.0 101,202 L10,145 23.0 29.0
2.1 0-2 37.3 L3,672 74,167 4L.17 5.35
2-2 2-k 3.03 2,536 dry 1.63 1.56
2-3 L6 L.66 10,384 ary 3.11 3.22
2-4 6-8 5.01 13,068 dry 2.76 2.8
2-5 8-10 2.70 776 dry 1.58 1.53
2-6 10-12 2.2L 726 ary 1.74 1,74
2.7 12-14 1.89 636 ary 1.60 1.60
2-8 1k-16 L.73 570 dry 2.98 2.9
2-9 16-18 3.23 2,018 dry 2.75 2.76
2-10 18.20 6.93 9,804 dry 2.5L 2.5u
2-11# {22-22) 7 9.07 38,k72 dry “.b3 4032
2-12# {22-2b)1 L. 8,50k dry 2.61 2.65
2-13* (2u-26)1 L.30 7,86h dry 3.18 3.2%
2-1Le (26-28)1 5.38 L,428 dry 6.16 6.2C
2-15* (28-30)7 2.75 2,890 dry 2.21 2.23
2-16+ (30-32)1 3.0b 4,058 dry 2.17 2.22
2-17+ (32-34)2 6.22 16,634 dry b.32 b.5t
2-18# (34-36)7 3.25 3,226 ary 2.33 2.6
2-19¢ (36-38)1 2.90 1,38 dry 2.63 2.71
2-20% (38-40})1 2.% 1,276 dry 2.1 2,68

* Note: Questionable sazples. For full description, see text.

*#+ Note: Total sarple counted on +5 days irn doshouse counter.
Solid savTples counted on +12 days in end-window gamme counter.
Liquid saz=ples courted on (+6 days in well couzter,

Remajinder on saTrlins head walls counted froz U+3 <o U+12 days in doghouse sctuntsr.

Description of conversiso factcors appadield is givern in text.

332

/27



ACTIVITY (NET C/M)

T T T | R
SAMPLE 10-3
A SOLID FRACTION (END WINDCW COUNTER)
O LIQUID FRACTION ( WELL COUNTER)
e _|QUID FRACTION (CALCULATED
103 Q EQUIVALENT END WINDOW COUNTS)
N ! s I L2
SN I ! Ll
N | ] R
NG l Pl
AN L L
NY_ || HEE
; | P
‘qb\] L
I N L by
T
!
v‘ R
N n
N\ |
10 ]
N\
AV
\
\ ]
A\
- !
\ R
\~ } I
AN |
10 ~ — —
h —
i
N\ BN
|
N T
\
\
] J;
102 103 104
TIME (HR)

Figure 3.225 Decay of liquid and solid fractions of AFI Sample

10-3, Shot Umbrella.
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collected by the AFI. Washdown at first appears to be the only possible source for the jiquid
fractions collected later than a few minutes after zero time. The data does not, however, sup-
port this supposition. Because of the position of the washdown spray nozzles relative to the
platform, only a light spray could have reached the AFI—a supposition that is supported by
motion-picture photography of the ships under washdown. If washdown were the source, then
it should alsoc account for the heavy deposition of radioactive material in the later AFT collec-
tions. To obtain active deposits of this magnitude, the water pumped through the washdown
system wouwld have to be about 700 times more radicactive than that actually observed in the
vicinity of the DD-592 by the early recovery team, which boarded the vessel at about H+2
hours. Although small areas of such highly radioactive water might exist, any contaminating
event of this magnitude caused by washdown at these later times would certainly have registered
as a pronounced rise in the GITR dose rate; no such large increase in dose rate was recorded.

Although washdown may have made minor intermittent contributions, a more reasonable ex-
planation of both the liquid and the solid {ractions of Samples 10-6, 10-8,10-9, and 10-10 is
that the deposition occurred during the first minute after zero time when Samples 1¢-1 and 2-1
were collected. Base surge arriving at the DD-592 was traveling at a velocity between 40 and
50 knots (Section 3.3.4) and AFI Samples 10-10, 2-10, and 2-20 were close to the starboard
edge of the platform, the side which faced surface zero. The impact of the base surge tore all
the Project 2.2 animal cages along the starboard edge out of their mounting brackets and thus
could easily have been sufficient to force considerable liquid into closed AFI sampling heads.
Both rows of 2-minute sampling heads were shielded from the direct impact of the base surge
by the starboard IC collector; however, the 10-minute sampling heads near the starboard edge
must have received the full force of the impact. Thus, these later AFI collections are inter-
preted as additional evidence for a heavy liquid deposition associated with radicactive material
occurrirg during the first few minutes.

The specific activity of the liquid fraction is almost exactly the same for Samples 10-1 and
2-1 and is about the same order of magnitude for all liquid fractions except Sample 10-6 (Table
3.38). Not all AF1 samples, however, show a consistent relationship between the total chloride
content and the total activity of the liquid and solid fraction. A limited number of chloride
analyses (Volhard) were run on selected IC trays, and these show a similar iack of correspond-
ence. Thus, although the individual radioactive droplets are undoubtedl: comprised of sea
water, large amounts of nonactive Sea-water droplets appear to mask any possible relationship
between total activity and chloride content.

The specific activity of the solid material recovered from the DMT filter shows wide fluctu-
ation, which may be attributed to the variable inclusion of nonradioactive solids and to the large
amounts of activity lost to the walls of the sampling head. The specific activities are not, there-
fore, considered truly representative and have not been included in Table 3.39. Furthermore,
when this solid material is leached with warm water, a considerable proportion of the total
weight is found to be soluble. This soluble material, when crystallized, was petrographically
identified as salt. Consequently, the approximate concentrations of sodium and chloride ions
in the filtrate were determined by flame photometry and Volhard analysis respectively and are
summarized in Table 3.39.

The relative activity of the remaining solids and the filtrate could not be determined, since
the separation was made too long after the time of detonation. The amount of solid material
remaining after leaching could not be determined directly, because the preparation of the sam-
ple for particle size work did not permit accurate second weighings. This amount has, however,
been estimated as a percentage of the original weight recovered {rom the filter by assuming that
the sum of the sodium and chloride determinations approximate the total weight of material in
solution. Since other ions known to be in sea water have not been taken into account, the per-
centages presented in Table 3.39 are probably high.

Interpretation of the AFI data is made difficult bot's by apparent sample bias due to the tur-
bulence over the platform and by the high loss of activity to the walls of the sampling head. The
material balance for an individual sampling head is good when wall losses are included; however,
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TAZLI 3.30 SUMMARY OF LIJUID FRATTICH MEAZRDEINTS

Sazple C2llection Original Liquid Final well Counter Calculated Specific
Interval Volune Voluze Count for & Total End- Activity
(min pfcer = Aliqust window Count (end- z =l
zers =ize) (22202 1L June) at 6 Deys window at Aligust
After € days)
Detonation
=53 el Y-S5 c/min 2, Zin, Tl T.eq.
10-1 0-10 29 39 k17,10 81,000 2,07 2.3
10.2 10-20 dry 25 1,368 -
10-3 20-30 dry 25 1,080 -
104k 30-40 ary 23 1,272 -
10-5 40-30 ary 25 2,382 -
10-5 50-60 58 {leaked) 58 16,760 us, 200 5.3 2.30
10-7 60-70 ary . 25 1,024 .
10-3 70-80 15 15 203,024 19,287 1,015 2.32
10-9% (80-90)7 3 25 25,640 3,330 1,110 3.39
10-10% (90-200)7 235 235 3b3,068 410,15 1,745 2.33
2-1 0-2 36 36 L12,036 74,167 2,060
2-2 2-4 ary 25 1,054 -
2-3 4.6 dry 25 1,176 -
2-4 6-8 dry 25 1,376 -
2-5 8-10 dry 25 2,196 -
2.5 10-12 dry 25 1,012 -
2-7 12-14 dry 25 1,376 -
2.8 14216 arme 25 Z,2L) -
29 16-18 dx 25 1,280 -
2-10 18.20 iry 25 g2 -
2-11% (22-22)7 dry 25 2,716 -
2-12# (22-2u)7  ary 25 2,0% -
2-13# (2b-28)7  dérr 23 1,5%% -
2-1us (26-28)7 dry 25 1,082 -
2-15% (28-30)? ary 25 1,060 -
2-16# (30-32)7 Z2ry 25 388 -
2-17% (32-34)7  dry 25 2,376 -
2-18«  (34.35) dry 25 1,360 -
2-19% (36-38)? ery 25 1,152 -
2-20% (38-L0)? Ary 5 1,c%0 -

*Note: questionatle samples. For fUll descrizt.on see text.
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a comparison of the 2-minute and 10-minute series is poor, being particulariy sc at later
The AFTI data does indicate that large amounts of water were associated with the activity i
base surge during the first minute, after which time the base surge appears to be compos
principally of small droplets or nearly dry aggregates of salt slurry. This later stage is
gested by laboratory tests of the DMT filter, which indicate that the filter retains less tha
percent of the salt contained in clean sea water or in a suspension of Umbrella crater mat
in sea water. The possibility that the activity in the later A F] samples is simply a gener:
background due to very fine droplets accompanying the initial base surge exists, but it is
sidered remote.

Microscopic examination of the solid residue from the AFI samples indicated that the s
distribution determination originally intended would be largely useless. The material ran
between 10 and 80 microns in diameter and appeai ed under the petrographic microscope t
largely CaCO, and crystalline salt with a few opaque particles of iron oxide and some silic
material probably not of device origin. Only one classical iron sphere (Reference 18) wa:
served; this single sphere was not, however, radioautographed. Spectrochemical analysi
this material confirmed the petrographic findings and also indicated the presence of other
ments usually reported in fallout material (see Table 3.40).

As demonstrated by the theoretical considerations in Reference 90, the size distributio
the liquid drops comprising the base surge is undergoing large and rapid changes. The du
of the surge is so short that it is unlikely that equilibrium conditions are attained before d
tion. Furthermore, the ambient conditions within the base surge are not precisely known
fore, their eiffect on the ultimate particle size distribution cannot be precisely determined
only instruments that could give some indication of droplet size distribution were the two
mental collectors installed aboard the DD-592, which were loaded with trays containing sj
reagent films and a few vertical panels containing similar reagent films (Reference 111).
fortunately, the amounts of water accompanying the base surge were so large as to rende:
reagent films unreadable.

Limited size information was obtained from a number of the vertically mounted cellulo
acetate sheets installed aboard the DD-593 only. These samples were recovered and retu
to NRDL for analysis. Size data was obtained from these sheets using the isopiestic tech:
desrribed in Reference 112. This procedure is based on the fact that hygroscopic sea-sal
clusters will absorb water, if the relative humidity exceeds 75 percent, until the resulting
solution reaches a dilution at which the vapor pressure of the drops and the humid atmosp
are equal. Thus, the acetate sheets were placed in an atmosphere maintained at approxir
80-percent relative humidity until the impinged salt particles had absorbed sufficient wate
form little hemispheres of solution in equilibrium with ambient conditions. By measuring
volume of these equilibrium hemispheres, the weight of salt deposited on the sheet and he:
the equivalent sea-water droplet diameter could be determined. The results of this analy
showed a few large droplets of about 0.5-mm diameter with the preponderance of the drop
diameters being 20 to 40 micrdons. According to the mathematical analysis in Reference |
this type of collection would be very inefficient for the collection of droplets less than 10 1
crons in diameter; therefore, the actual median size for the droplet population may have t
considerably less than 20 microns in diameter.

A radicautograph of these sheets showed most droplets to be weakly radicactive. X-ra
diffraction of the solids included in these droplets revealed the presence of CaCO, as both
calcite and aragonite for Wahoo but only as aragonite for Umbrella. Diffraction also shov
evidence of quartz and calcium silicates on both shots. A few water-insoluble crystals (b
10 microns) that appeared more active than the rest of the material were also found on bo
shots. No radioactive iron spheres were observed in these samples. The apparent abser
the iron spheres typically associated with tower or megaton-range barge &hots should be !
A few large coral grains were included in the Umbrella droplets, and a number of weakly
active filamentous structures were observed on both shots. These fibers were generally
uble in dilute nitric-hydrochioric acid mixtures but readily soluble in hot nitric-perchlori
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TABLE 3.40 SPECTROCHEMICAL ANALYSIS OF SELECTED SAMPLES

Auwr Filtration Instrument

Elcment Samples Coral Lagoon Bottom
10-1 10-6 10-10 2-1 Soil {Umbrella crater)

Ag T T T T o T

Al s M s Vs T s

B T T T T T T

Ba w T T T T W

Cr T T T T o W

Cu wow w W T W

Mg Vs S Vs Vs vs VS

Mn w w w W T W .

Mo w 0 w T o

P T

Pb w oW w w o)

Si M w M M w M

Sn w T w w (o] W

Sr M T w w M M

Ti T T T T o)

v o o T T 0

Zn T T T T 0

Key: Trace, 0.001 to 0.01 percent; Weak, 0.01 to 0.1 percent; Moderate,
0.1 to 1.0 percent, Strong, 1.0 percent, Very Strong, 10 percent, and O, not
detected.
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oo _ Upon strong ignition, the fibers would char but retain most of their form, turning
siv a white salt, which was then easily soluble in dilute HCl. The fibers, therefore,
appear to be an organic material.

Emission spectra of these droplet residues revealed the presence of macroscopic amounts
of aluminum and iron presumably from the device casing. Macroscopic amounts of calcium
and magnesium were also observed; these elements are probably due to the inclusion of coral-
line material and thermally aitered sea salts.

In addition to the radiochemical determinations of samples from the destroyers, 1C samples
from coracles were subjected to the standard analysis for molybdenum (Reference 114). The
total fissions determined {rom Mo* analysis are presented in Table 3.41 together with the net
activity of the analyzed tray on Shelf 5 of End-Window Gamma Counter 3 (a counter system
similar to that described in Section 3.3.1). The data may be used in conjunction with the IC
decay data to obtain additional tnformation on the gross fractionation of the {ission product
mixture, by plotting the change in fission product ratios with time, as described in Reference
115. No consistent variation with time of collection or with distance from surface zero could
be established for the total fissions determined from Mo* analysis of the IC trays. The lack
of a consistent variation with distance is probably due to the fact that the selected IC trays do
not represent a total sample. Additional Mo® analyses of total samples from Wigwam and
Umbrella are given in Reference 105.

Special rapid recovery techniques were also employed to permit early chemical analysis of
gross fallout collections for induced CI®. The rapid analytical techniques and a full account of

A theoretical capture-to-fission ratio of 0.0028 has been calculated in Reference 116. The
difference between the calculated and observed ratios is believed to be caused by the marked
{ractionation of the different nuclides used for the fission determinations.
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Chapter 4

CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Drawing conclusions in a Weapon Test (WT) Report is always a difficult and somewhat hazardous
undertaking. Since the primary objective of a WT report is the promulgation of data obtained on
a given test series as rapidly as possible, little opportunity exists for critical analysis, yet the
drawing of conclusions definitely implies such critical analysis. Furthermore, certain important
pieces of information such as a detailed analysis of technical photography are not available at
present writing. Despite the lack of time and information, a number of tentative and somewhat
general conclusions are possible. Although the temptation constantly exists, both the writer
and the reader must be exceptionally careful not to project the partially analyzed data beyond
the region of established fact without taking note of the departure. It is emphasized, finally,
that all data contained in this report is properly applied only to stationary ships exposed to the
specific radiological environments encountered. Any extension of this data to moving ships or
to other types of nuclear devices should be recognized as an extension and performed with spe-
cial care. )

4.1 CONCLUSIONS
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The gamma records resulting from the passage of airborne radioactive material are suffi-
ciently characteristic so that records from Shots Wahoo and Umbrella can usually be distin-
guished by inspection, this statement being especially true for downwind locations. The records
for Shot Wahoo are unexpectedly complex, showing in one instance at least nine significant peaks
in dose rate (Station D 8.0, Figure 3.70). Because of this complexity, the exact time history of
dose rate for a given point near surface zero can probably never be predicted for an underwater
shot of this nature. The gamma-time-intensity records for Shot Umbrella are relatively simple
by comvoarison. In most instances, the Umbrella records contain a single high peak in dose rate
followed at 2 later time by a prolonged and relatively low increase in dose rate.

The highest recorded dose rate for Wahoo is 42,500 r/hr at 1.63 minutes and at a distance
of 4,500 feet downwind of surface zero; that for Umbrella is 200,000 r/hr at 0.32 minute and at
1,760 feet upwind of surface zero, although a2 maximum dose rate: has been es-
timated by Project 2.1 {Reference 86). In spite of generally higher peak dose rates during
Umbrella, the cumulative dose for the entire event is usually larger for a given Wahoo station
than for a similar Umbrella station. This difference is probably due to the prolonged nature
of the total Wahoo event.

The cloud of airborne radioactive debris contributing the significant fraction of the total
radiation {8 apparently rather low, since an analysis of the gamma records at a number of
{ixed locations indicates that the surface winds are the principal mechanism of transport at
distances greater than 7,500 = 1,500 feet downwind of surface zero. High-altitude winds and
hodographic piotting are, therefore, not required for the prediction of radiological fields re-
sulting from this type of underwater shot. At distances closer than about 7,000 {feet, the radio-
active material appears to move outward with velocities on the order of 100 {t/sec.~These rates
of expansion do not compare well with published fluid-model studies of base surge.
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An inspection of the isodose contours for the two underwater shots indicates that gamma
doses in excess of 100 r occur within the first 15 minutes at downwind distances less than
16,000 feet from Wahoo surface zero and 14,000 {feet from Umbrella surface zero. Since the
airborne radioactive material is greatly influenced by the surface wind, the direction of closest
approach is from upwind; however, because of the rapid and energetic transport mechanisms
that appear tc be operative and the possible existence of radioactive remnants trailing behind
the receding surge, close approaches should be made with extreme caution. According to the
isodose contours, an upwind approach as close as 4,000 feet is possible on either Wahoo or
Umbrella without exceeding a 100-r dose. To assure a total free-field dose of less than 25 r,
minimum downwind and upwind distances of 30,000 and 5,000 feet for Wahoo and 24,000 and
4,500 feet for Umbrella would have to be maintained. Because of the existence of pronounced
lobes, particularly on the Umbrella isodose contours, it may be possible to approach to much
closer downwind distances; however, since the exact location of the areas between such lobes
of higher dosage cannot be predicted, the larger distances have been quoted.

4.2 RECOMMENDATIONS

Although considerable information concerning the radiological environment associated with
underwater nuclear detonations has been obtained, a large number of questions remain unan-
swered. If any nuclear devices are fired underwater in the future, another attempt to document
the radiation fields should be made with instruments specifically designed to obtain more infor-
mation on the mechanism of base surge formation and its relationship to the observed radiation
fields. The differences between Wahoo and Umbrella indicate that depth of burst has a pro-
nounced influence on the radiation fields produced. The similarity between Wigwam and Wahoo
suggests that, however, the most extensive changes occur as the depth of burst approaches zero,
probably because of differences in bubble stage upon breaking the water surface. Therefore, a
series of underwater detonations commencing at the surface and gradually increasing in depth
should be fully documented. Such a series could probably consist of fractional-kiloton devices.
On all future tests, the density of stations documenting the radiological event should be two to
three times that employed by this project. There should be much greater use of film packs,
both fixed and floating.

The feasibility of radar spotting of film packs and large elements has been demonstrated and
should be used more extensively. Lack of accurate position information was one of the project’s
greatest difficulties. A second great difficulty is lack of micrometeorological information over
the entire area traversed by the base surge. The use of surface wind information provided by
a station some 6 miles from surface zero is probably not justified. The problem of complete

345



micrometecroicgical documentation is difficult but one which must be solved if any precise
analysis of transport mechanism is to be made. Perhaps, radar tracking of a number of re-
flectors dropped by parachute just prior to zero time could be used to define the microstructure
of surface wind currents.

Certain early collections of radiocactive material deposited from the base surge Suggest that
fractionation of fission products is a time-dependent process. On any future underwater deto-
nations, this hypothesis should be carefully investigated. By obtaining a series of discrete
samples of base surge during the first 5 or 1V minutes after zero time and by measuring their
decay immediately after collection, considerable insight into the problem of fractionation might
be obtained. With this information, questions concerning amount and rate of deposition from
the base surge could be more accurately answered. These same samples could also be em-
ployed to obtain more information on the size of the individual base surge droplet and its varia-
tion with time. This information aiso has a direct bearing on the amount and rate of deposition
from the base surge. ’

More information on the precise mechanism of radial expansion for white water is needed
to analyze both the relative importance of this source of radiation and the true magnitude of
forces that can be exerted by such an expansion. Photographic evidence suggests that the ex-
pansion of white water is due to the rapid overlayering of surface waters by aerated water
upwelling around surface zero rather than a more massive toroidal circulation.

Finally, the project recommends that a complete operational analysis for moving ships be
made on the basis of the data contained in this report and the {inal reduced photographic infor-
mation on surge movement. The procedures for the delivery of nuclear antisubmarine weapons
(Reference 3) can then be modified on the basis of this operational analysis.
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Appendix A

THEORY AND PREDICTION

This appendix contains additional material used primarily for theoretical analysis and prediction
of the radiation iields expected from the two underwater detonations. Since this same material
is also helpful in the interpretation of some of the results presented in this report, it has been
summarized briefly in the following sections.

A.1 FACTORS FOR THEORETICAL CALCULATIONS

All factors used in the calculation of the relative contributions to the total gamma field have
been tabulated in as compact a form as possible. A more detailed discussion of these factors
may be found in the literature cited.

A.2 THEORETICAL DEPOSITION FROM A RADIOACTIVE CLOUD

Calculated values of the free-field dose expressed as a percentage of the gross gamma field
are presented in Table A.8 for a number of cloud slopes (Section 1.3.1). The values for cloud
slopes of 0.17 and 0.05 are also plotted in Figures 1.5 and 1.8.

A.3 MODEL FOR AN INCLINED WALL OF APPROACHING BASE SURGE

To analyze the gamma radiation fields due to the base surge, it is useful to deduce the radla-
tion intensity at a stationary detector as it is approached by a radiating cloud of finite thickness
whose leading and trailing edges are sloped away from the detector position at a specified angle.
The theoretical considerations in Reference 46 and the base surge photography establish this
angle at 80°. The direct solution of this problem leads to an intractable analytical expression;
therefore, the following geometrical approximations are employed to obtain the desired solution.

An inclined cloud of infinite height and breadth but of finite thickness approaching along the
ocean’s surface i8S assumed to continue to infinity beneath the ocean surface (Figure A.3). The
radiation intensity from both the real cloud and its lmaginary extension below the ocean’s sur-
face is exactly that which would be observed at a point a distance v3/2 h above a slab of homo-
geneously distributed radloactivity whose thickness is v3/2 s, where h ls the distance along
the ocean’s surface to the leading edge of the real cloud. The analytical expression for such a
slab is integrable (Reference 39), and the resultant radiation intensity may be computed. U
now an imaginary ocean surface is drawn below the true surface so that the surface is a mirror
image of the true surface, it is obvious that the radiation intensity due to the real cloud is ex-
actly half that due to the slab of homogeneous activity less the radiation due to the infinitely
long trapezoidal strip bounded by the true ocean surface and its mirror image. The radiation
resulting from such a strip has been calculated in Reference 119, on the attenuation of gamma
radiation by iron plates, if the special case of an iron piate of zero thickness is considered.
Thus, by first calculating the radiation intensity from a slab of homogeneously distributed
radioactivity then subtracting the intensity due to a trapezoidal strip whose width is h on the
surface toward the detector, and Iinally dividing the difference by two, the radiation fields due
to base surge approaching at an angle of 60° were computed for a number of distances from the
leading edge to the detector. The results of these calculations are presented in Section 1.3.2.
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The model used is not exact, since in most cases the base surge approaches a given detector
as a curved surface; thus, the intensity at a distance h from the closest point on this curves
surface would be less than that from the straight leading edge assumed in the model. The radius
of curvature of th2 base surge front encountered under actual conditions is so large, however,
that the difference between these two situations is negligible, particularly when the calculated
intensities are used only to compute velocity of approach from the rate of rise of the gamma
dose rate record. '

A.4 WIND CORRECTION FACTORS

The velocity components of the wind along each of the station radii are tabulated for a number
of reported surface winds. A plus sign indicates that the velocity component should be added.
to compensate for wind effects; a minus sign indicates the reverse procedure. The official sur-
face winds are 15 knots from 090° T for Wahoo and 20 knots from 050° T for Umbrella. The
range of surface winds appearing in the following table was selected after inspecting continuous

_records of the surface wind made at the Eniwetok Weather Station.

During Wahoo, the record fluctuates between 080° and 100° T with speeds between 10 and 13
knots, whereas during Umbrella the variation is between 040° and 070® T with speeds between
10 and 20 knots. A few additional surface wind records have been included from the USS Reho-
both (AGS-50) for Wahoo and the USS Boxer (LPH-4) for Umbrella. The wind speeds reported
by the Rehoboth were consistently lower than those reported by the Eniwetok weather station
and probably should not be used.

A.5 PREDICTED RADIATION CONTOURS

Prior to Shots Wahoo and Umbrella, the radiation contours resulting both from radicactive
debris raining out of the cloud and from upwelling contaminated water were predicted. The
contours were calculated from data available prior to Operation Hardtack (References 8, 14, 22,
24, 39, and 40) for helicopter operations over radex areas and are presented in Figures A.4
and A.5. The values were determined by calculating the radiation intensity due to deposited
material 3 feet above an infinite plane (Reference 22) and then converting this inténsity to that
which would be expected at 10 feet over a body of water, assuming that all activity is retained
in a surface layer 2 meters thick. T.e 5-r/hr boundary obtained from these calculations was
then moved in hourly increments on the basis of avaiiable current information for the area
(Reference 53). Throughout the calculations, all required estimations were purposely chosen
so that fields finally obtained could not reasonably be higher than predicted. The predicted data
presented must not be mistaken for actual radiation fields observed after either shot.

348 Page 349 was deleted.



=,2iT A3 FERITIDIT ATTDILATING SEFRIIIZNTC
Tire Average Total Atsorpilion Confrficients e

Alter Photon - _Alr Sa.t_nater ilumina + F -

Fission Energy™, Masses Linear Mags * Linear Mass ~Linear ass

Atzenuation Attenuation Attenusticn Attenuation  Attenuation Attenuation Attenuazion

mirn Mev,/photon cml/g en’l ez?,'g 2zl em?/g er”d eed/e el

L 1.212 0.058 6.7 % 16°° 0.063 c.06k 0.05k 0.1+ 0.C% ARt

s 1166 0.0% 6.8 x 1075  0.065 0.066 0.0%% 0.15 €.05% 1.6y 2t
1 1.029 0.061 7.1x 1% o.069 ¢.a70 0.062 0.18 0.061 1.7 x5l
15 0574 6.063 7.3z 10 o.om1 0.073 7.062 0.8 0.063 1.2 x 070
27 0.3u6 c.0€5 7.5 x 10°5  0.272 0.07% 0.061 c.17 .06 M LA
25 0.524 0.066 7.6 x 1075 0.073 0.07% .06 0.17 o068 S LA
0 0.914 .67 7.7x 1677 o.c1- 0.076 0.065 0.17 T.2eT 1.9 x 1270
Avarege 1.02 7.2 x 1275 0.071 c.16 LTt

# Taluss intercolated “rom data in Table A.1.
»= Zelarence 38,

TABLE A.4 GEOMETRIC PARAMETERS OF CORACLE
See Figure A.1.

2.
b.
c.
d.
°.
f.

g
b

Radius of dome = 3.5 (nches.

Height of dome = 18.0 inches.

Height of center of sensitive volume above deck = 14.7 inches. H
Height of center of sensitive volume above water line » 4.06 feet.

Height of center of sensitive volume above kael = 5.29 feet.

Radius of flat coracle deck = 3.68 feet.

Radius of coracle (maximum) = 4.5 {eet.

Intersection with water surface of tangent to point of coracle rolloff = 12
feet. Average thickness of absorbing material along stated tangent
= ] inch of {ibergiass. Approximate liaear attenuation [actor = 0.67.

Intersection with water surface of tangent to edge of aluminum case
= 8.3 feet. Average thickness of absorbing materials along stated
tangent = 48 inches of aluminum pius 0.5 inch of {iberglass. Approxi-
mate linear attenuation factor = 0.68.

Intersection with water surface of tangent to edge of Styrafoanm = 6.6 feet.
Average thickness of absorbing materials along stated tangent = 0.28
lach of aluminum plus 0.5 inch of fiberglass plus 12 inches of Styrafoam.
Approximate linear attenuation factor = 0.69.

Radius at water line = 1.8 feet.

Draft (fully instruroented) = 14 inches.

TABLE A.5 BUILDUP FACTORS FOR WATER

From Reference 37.

mper O o Buildup Factor
0.25 Mev 0.3 Mev 1.0 Mev 2.0 Mev 5.0 Mev
Paths
WX
1 0.37 3.3 2.6 2.2 1.9 1.7
2 0.13 1.0 5.0 3.7 2.3 L)
3 0.05 14.0 8.8 5.5 3.8 3.2
4 0.02 21.¢ 14.0 7.9 4.9 4.0
- 0.01 4.0 20.0 10.0 6.0 4.7

* Approximate expressions for buildup factor B with esumauon of

the validity:
Average Photon Epergy: Expressiom— Validity:
0.25 Mev B = (1~ 420 Poor
0.5 Mev B = (1= 2.6ux} Poor
1.0 Mev B = {1+ 1.5ux) Fair
2.0 Mev B = (1+0.9ux) Good
3.0 Mev B = {1+0.72ux} Good
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TABLE A.6 GAMMA INTENSITIES OF FINITE CLOUDS EXPRESSED
AS A PERCENTAGE OF AN INFINITE CLOUD, l-Mev
GAMMA ENERGY

See Figure A.2.

Number of Percentage of Flux
Mean Free Radius of Finite Cloud Qe From Infinite Cloud
Paths
“AR m ft pct
1 140 459 1.02 41
2 280 918 1.73 69
3 42¢ 1,380 2.15 86
4 560 1,840 2.33 93
5 700 2,300 2.43 97
© L «© 2.50 100

eQ=K[1-e"FaR (, R4p] —e7HAR L,
A

TABLE A.7 DIRECTIONAL RESPONSE OF LOW-RANGE STD-GITR DETECTOR

Measuring Solid Angle From Top As 00

Increment of . Average Response
Solid Angle Solid Angle Average Response Normalized to Total
—— Subtended Over Increment
From To - Response of 1.00
0 20 0.054 1.00
20 45 0.226 1.02 1.02
45 110 1.061 1.02
110
T =1.341
0
110 138 0.365 0.996
135 140 0.059 0.970
140 145 0.053 0.950
145 150 0.047 0.930 0.97
150 155 0.040 0.905
155 160 0.034 0.872
160
I =0.598
18
160 165 0.026 0.838
165 170 0.019 0.805
170 175 0.011 0.775 0.81
175 180 0.004 0.750 ’
100
Z =0.060 -
160
351
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Figure A.3 Diagram of 60° cloud model.
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Appenﬁix B

INSTRUMENTS AND DECAY

This appendix contains a detailed description of the detecting instruments of primary importance
to the project, together with certain early-time de ay curves used throughout the body of this
report. This information is not currently available in the literature.

B.1 INSTRUMENTS

Since the GITR 103 is basic to the project, it is described in greater detail. This instrument
is a dose-increment recorder consisting of: (1) two concentric ionization chambers with recyc-
ling electrometers, (2) a magnetic-tape recorder, (3) a mechanical timer, and (4) a control
circuit and a battery power supply (Figures 1.4 and B.1). The externally mounted detector unit
is connected to the main {nstrument assembly within the case itself.

The detector consists of a low-range lonization chamber constructed around a high-range
fonization chamber, with each chamber connected to a recycling electrometer. These electrom-
eter circuits use a CK 5886 tube connected as a cathode-coupled blocking oscillator with the
interelectrode capacity of the first grid below the predetermined triggering level of the positive
voltage shift on the first grid (Figure B.2). When a predete-mined voltage level is reached, the
circult is triggered and generates a pulse of fixed amplitude at the cathode. The pulse causes
the first grid to conduct and to transfer a constant, predetermined charge to the chamber.
Simultaneously, the pulse is recorded on magnetic tape. The pulse terminates at the cathode
in approximately 500 usec, and the tube is left nonconducting with a negative voitage on the first
grid, thus completing the cycle.

The gamma dose increment required to discharge the ionization chamber is directly propor-
tional to the amount of charge transferred to the chamber (Figures B.3 and B.4). The charge
transferred during each cycle is constant but dependent upon the triggering level of the electrom-
eter, which is controlled by the adjustable bias voltage of the second grid. Calibration of detec-
tors is achieved by adjustment of the bias voltage until a predetermined dose increment causes
the electrometer to cycle (Section C.1). The calibration control for each chamber is located
on the moistureproof electrometer housing attached to the base of the chamber assembly.

The ionization chambers are constructed of thin-walled spun-aluminum shells mounted con-
centrically. Cylindrical and hemispherical surfaces are used wherever possible to establish
optimum voltage gradients for efficient charge collection. The chambers are filled with pure
argon at 7.5 psi and sealed by softsoldering over nickel-plated surfaces. The volumes of the
two chambers are 1,475 and 14.0 cm?® for the low-range and high-range chambers, respectively.
The sensitivity ratio of 1,000 between the two ranges is achieved by the design value of the input
capacity of the electrometer circuits. A lead-tin filter over the entire outer surface of the
detector provides uniform energy response from about 100 kev to 2 Mev (Figure C.1).

The record is made on 800-foot lengths of instrumentation-quality magnetic tape spooled
on standard 5-inch reels. The tape is 0.25 inch wide and has a polyester backing 0.001 inch
thick. A Brush Electronic Company BK 1303-1 three-channel recording head, driven to tape
saturation, records unidirectional pulses on the tape. The maximum usable pulse packing is
400 pulses per inch of tape. Recording intervals of 12 hours and 60 hours_are used with tape
transport speeds of 0.25 in/sec and 0.05 in/sec, respectively. These speeds are accurate to
+ 2 percent for the entire recording interval. Both recorders are of ldentical construction
with the exception of the drive motors. A single 6.7-volt mercury-battery stack having a
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capacity of 14,000 ma-hr powers each recorder. The 12-hour recorder is driven by a 2-watt
motor operating at a speed of 6,000 rpm and regulated by a centrifugal governor. A 0.75-watt,
chronometrically governed motor rotating at 900 rpm operates the 60-hour recorder. Both
recorders utilize gear reduction and worm-gear drive. The tape is gulded in the conventicnal
manner. Metal friction plates on the feed spindle establish an average tape tension of about 4
ounces. Contacts on the recorder turn off the instrument when a conductive section of tape at
the end of the reel passes over them causing a circuit closure. Both recorders were developed
at NRDL in conjunction with the Precision Instruments Company, San Carlos, Callfornia,

The dose increments chosen for the low- and the high-range ionization chambers are 0.243
mr and 0.243 r, respectively. As radiation data is recorded on the two channels of the three-
channel tape, pulses are recorded on the third channel at 3.75-second intervals to establish a
time reference for data reduction. The time pulses are generated by a cam-operated switch
driven by a low-power, 8-volt chronometrically governed mator. The accuracy of these pulses
is = 0.5 percent. The timer is manufactured by the Haydon Company and is used because of its
known accuracy and high reliability.

The function of the control circuit is to start and stop the instrument. Power to all the mo-
tors and to the filaments is controlled by means of a latching relay. This relay can be activated
locally by a switch on the instrument or remotely by a contact closure through a cable into the
instrument. The instrument can be turned off by deactivation of the relay with the switch on
the instrument or by the tape-actuated turnoff switch on the recorder.

Mercury batteries are used to power the motors and the filaments, to take advantage of the
high current capacity and flat-discharge characteristics these batteries offer. In addition, a
mercury battery with very low current drain i{s used in the electrometer-calibration circuit to
restrict calibration shift to less than + 1 percent during the expected life of the battery. Cham-<
ber bias and transistor blas are supplied by carbon batteries. With the exception of the motor
battery, the minimum battery life is in excess of 250 hours. However, the 12-hour recorder
can be operated in excess of 26 hours and the 60-hour recorder in excess of 80 hours without a
battery change.

All components are designed to operate under the following maximum conditions: (1) a shock
of 15 g for 11 maec in all planes, (2) vibrations of 12 g at frequencies up to 45 cps in all planes,
(3) temperature within the detector of 120° F, (4) temperature within the main instrument assem-
bly of 155° F, (5) ambient relative humidity of 100 percent, and (6) a static overpressure of 5§
psi. During the operation, satisfactory performance beyond these limits was frequently observed.

B.2 DECAY CURVES

Throughout this report, the lonization chamber decay curve in Reference 89, extrapolated to
early time by means of data in Reference 36, has been used repeatedly and has been referred
to as the standard decay curve. Since this entire curve ls not available in a single reference,
it is reproduced here (Figure B.5). In addition to the standard decay curve, the crystal decay
curve of Reference 120, the gamma intensity decay unit (GIDU)} decay curve (Figure B.6), and
the IC decay curve S-IV (Section 3.3.1) have also been reproduced in Figure B.5. The GIDU
was installed aboard the DD-592 where it collected a total sample of deposited material for the
first 4 minutes after zero time. This total sample was then conducted into a2 shielded chamber
where a GITR immediately started recording decay. The design and operation of this unit is
more {ully described in Refereace 86; however, the Umbrella decay from 6 minutes ls included
in this report for comparison with other decay curves (Figure B.6). For very early times, the
decay curve of Refereace 87 is used and (s also reproduced here for greater convenience
(Figure B.7).
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Appendix C

CALIBRATION AND RESPONSE

This appendix contains a more detailed description of all calibration procedures and response
factors used by the project. Some of this material appears in separate reports but has been
gathered together here for greater coanvenience.

C.1 STANDARD GITR CALIBRATION AND RESPONSE

All GITR detectors were calibrated at NRDL with Co®® sources standardized to within 3 per-
cent. Calibration was performed with the detector in a standard orientation, the longitudinal
axis of the detector and the beam parallel with the electirometer housing facing away from the
source (source at 0°).

The energy response of the detectors was determined at NRDL, using Co* and Cs*¥7 sources
and broad-beam X-rays with effective energies of 180, 120, 70, and 35 kev. The response is
uniform within 10 percent from approximately 100 kev to 2 Mev when the detector is surrounded
by 0.13 inch of aluminum (Figure C.1). The directional response of the detectors was also de-
termined by using these sources. Typical directional responses for the std-GITR and the UW-
GITR are reproduced in Figures C.2 and C.3 for rotation about an axis orthogonal to the longi-
tudinal axis of detector. Rotation about the longitudinal axis produces a completely uniform
response.

Optimum rellability and accuracy was assured by recalibrating each detector before and after
each shot with a 120-curie Cs'¥" source installed in a trailer specially designed for the purpose.
This source was standardized to the Co*’ sources by means of a Victoreen 70-A R-meter and
various calibrated chambers. Maximum reproducibility was assured by using a jig that exactly
positioned each detector in the calibration beam in a radiation field of 57.0 r/hr. The calibration
radiation pulse output of the detector was then adjusted to a period of 0.016 and 15.5 seconds for
the low-range and the high-range channels, respectively. The low-range period of 0.016 second
(instead of 0.0155 second) compensated for the 0.5-msec recycling time of the detector electrom-
eter circuit. The callbration field was too low to permit a similar compensation for the high-
range chamber. All calibrations are estimated to be accurate within 5 percent for the period of
use between preshot and postshot calibration.

C.2 ASEL-GITR CALIBRATION AND RESPONSE

The directional response of the ASEL detectors was determined at NRDL, using an X-ray
beam that peaks at 120 kev. The corrected output of the X-ray was 2,100 r/hr, and the precise
energy of the 120-kev beam is given ftn Figure C.1. Typical directional responses for rotation
about and orthogonal to the iongitudinal axis of the high- and low-range ASEL detectors are pre-
sented in Figures C.4 through C.7.

The basic calibration and energy response of each detector was determined at ASEL. A
typical energy response for the ASEL detector is given in Figure C.8. The dose rate response
from 40 r/hr to 107 r/hr was determined for all detectors, using X-ray and Van de-Graaf sources.
At EPG, the lower range of these dose rate responses was rechecked for all detectors on 2 May
and again on 22 May, using a 200-curie Co*” source with a 15° beam. This source produced a
maximum field sufficiently uniform for calibration to 8,000 r/hr. A typical dose rate calibra-
tion curve for a high-range detector i{s reproduced in Figure C.8. The radiation pulse data
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f- letector was converted to dose rate, using such a curve specifically determined for

C.3 END-WINDOW GAMMA COUNTER RESPONSE

The relative response for a point gamma source on the {ifth shelf of End-Window Gamma
Counter 2 is given in Table C.1 and plotted in Figure €.10. Without a detailed knowledge of
the energy spectra of the samples counted and without a complete analysis of distributed source
effects, the energy response presented cannot be applied to the measurements obtained for the
IC trays with an accuracy greater than = 30 percent. Assuming an average energy of 0.7 Mev at
the time of counting, the efficiency of the End-Window Gamma Counter 2 was probably between
0.25 and 0.45 percent.

C.4 FILM CALIBRATION

All films used in the NBS film holders were recalibrated at EPG, using a 200-curie Co®
source. Control films were exposed over a period extending from H+1 to H+ 31 for Wahoo
and from H-22 to H+ 8 hours for Umbrella, and the development of all film was delayed until
at least H + 144, to reduce possible errors due to latent image fading. The calibration curves
used to interpret Wahoo and Umbrella film densities are given in Figures C.11 through C.14.

All film densities were determined with an Eberline FD-2 {ilm densitometer; however, the
conversion {rom density to gamma dose was done manually, using the curves given. The en-
ergy response of these fiims in the NBS holders has been determined in Reference 121, and a
summary of the results is presented in Figures C.15 and C.16. The directional response was
consistent with data given in Reference 63.

C.5 EMPIRICAL CORRELATION BETWEEN STD-GITR AND IC

In the event of heavy deposition from the base surge, the free-field dose rate might have to
be estimated from the gross gamma dose rate; the relative contribution from material deposited
on coracle and detector surfaces being known. Therefore, an empirical relationship was es-
tablished between a known distribution of radioactive material per unit area on the coracle
surfaces, as indicated by the IC, and the resultant total field measured by the std-GITR. This
conversion factor was determined by some preliminary experiments prior to departure for EPG;
but, since the relative contribution from deposited material appears to be small, no detailed
evaluation of the conversion factor has been attempted.

Deposition from base surge was simulated by spraying a La'* slurry over the upper section
of a coracle. The technique of spraying relatively uniform deposits of radioactive material
over various surfaces has been previously developed by NRDL (References 122 and 123). The
project made use of the facility established at Camp Stoneman, California. The upper section
of a coracle, including the instrument well and all instruments, was mounted on roller tracks
so that the sensitive volume of the std-GITR detector was exactly 4.06 feet above the concrete
floor (the expected distance for the detector above the ocean surface}. The scattering and al-
bedo data for concrete {References 124 and 125) indicated that the backscatter from the ccean
surface for 1-Mev gammas was closely approximated by the concrete floor at this distance.

The coracle with its assemblage of instruments in operation was then drawn through the spray
system, which deposited a known amount of La!*® slurry over all coracle surfaces. The coracle
was then removed from the spray area, and the resultant gamma field was measured first with
the GITR in the normal coracle position and then at various distances above the coracle deck.
The IC trays that collected the La'‘® slurry were recovered immediately and counted on Shelf

5 End-Window Gamma Counter 2, the same counter used for all subsequemnt IC tray counts in
EPG (Section 3.3.1). The IC tray counts, corrected for coincidence loss and decay, were used
to determine the ratio between the IC counts and the GITR record (Figure'C.17). This rela~
tionship was determined to be:
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Igitr= 8C1C
where IgiTr 2 the radiation intensity (r/hr) due to deposited activity, CIC is the gamma
activity (C/min) of the IC tray determined on Shelf 5 of End-Window Gamma Counter 2 and
corrected to time of deposition, and 3 is a constant empirically determined to be 0.71 x 10~7,

If this data had been required for an interpretation of the Hardtack data, energy corrections
would have been required and it would have been necessary to repeat the preliminary experiment
with greater precision. It is used in this report to convert IC tray counis at 22 days to a std-
GITR response for the sole purpose of establishing the approximate magnitude of the maximum
dose rate due to deposited radioactivity. Since an analysis of the material deposited from the
base surge after either shot (Reference 105) showed considerable enrichment in Ba'?-La™’ and
since the relative importance of these radionuclides is greatest at about 22 days (Reference 126),
the energy spectrum of the deposited material at this time most closely approxinates that of the
La* slurry used to determine the conversion factor.

A comparison of the experimental with the theoretical decrease in relative intensity with
height above the coracle deck is given in Figure C.18. The empirical curve agrees with the
theoretical curve within the limits of experimental error; the differences in shape are probably
due to differences in energy. These curves were useful in converting survey meter dose rates
into maximum probable s1d-GITR dose rates.

C.6 UNDERWATER RESPONSE OF STD-GITR

The std-GITR detector in an underwater casing (Section 2.2.2) was immersed into a 6-foot
dlameter tank containing known concentrations of Cs'¥, La'® and Co* in sea water. The re-
corded GITR dose rate above 20 mr/hr 18 directly proportional to concentrations in the sea
water. The empirically determined conversion factor from the UW-GITR dose rate in r/hr to
concentration in photons/sec per liter is 3.5 x 107, Assuming no fractionation and neglecting
Induced activity, coacentrations so expressed may be converted to fissions/ml with an estimated
accuracy of = 20 percent, using the average photon energies summarized in Section A.l.

The GITR detector in its underwater casing is calculated to have a total response of approxi-
mately 3r steradians; this response agrees with the experimentally determined underwater
response to within 10 percent. Since the source is distributed entirely around the detector,
the underwater response is considered to be the most accurate determination of total response.
A complete description of these underwater measurements may be found in Reference 127.

TABLE C.1 RELATIVE ENERGY RESPONSE FOR END-WINDOW
GAMMA COUNTER 2 FOR A POINT SOURCE ON

SHELF 5

Energy Relative Response Energy Relative Response
Mev pct Mev pct

0.025 ' 0.0528 0.40 0.487
0.03 0.2896 0.50 0.416
0.04 0.680 0.60 0.376
0.05 0.926 0.8 0.327
0.06 1.0425 1.0 0.296
0.08 1.1175 1.5 0.249
0.10 1.1542 2.0 0.226
0.15 1.055 3.0 0.207
0.20 0.886 4.0 0.200
0.30 0.612
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Figure C.15 Energy response {or emulsions used in film packs (dose inaccuracy).
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Appendix D

ORIGINAL DATA

This app'endlx containg all the original counting data used in the body of this report, since this
{information in unmodified form may be useful for studies not attempted by the project. For
greater convenience, a limited amount of descriptive and analytical material has been included.

D.1 LINEAR FREE-FIELD AND SHIPBOARD RECORDS

A linear presentation of the gamma records was used in the Interim Test Report (ITR-1621).
These records are preliminary uncorrected results plotted automatically by the GITOUT. Since
ITR’s are destroyed after the final reports are issued, these original linear presentations are
reproduced here. They may be helpful in indicating the relative importance of specific features
of the total gamma record for quick tactical considerations. No particular attempt has been
made to correct these records; therefore, they must be regarded as approximate. Not all rec-
ords contained in the ITR are reproduced. The discussions in Section 3.3.2 and 3.4.1 are
equally applicable to those records that do appear here.

D.2 METER SURVEY DATA FOR CORACLES

The coracles were surveyed with a Cutie-Pie (CP-3DM beta-gamma survey meter, Refer-
ence 103) shortly after recovery. For Wahoo, the meter probe was held 3 feet above the IC
port roughly in the center of the coracle. Since the coracle background was so low after Um-
brella, the meter probe was held 3 inches above the IC port. The survey meter data may be
converted to approximate std-GITR response by the factors 2.3 and 0.36 for Wahoo and Um-
brella, respectively. The original and converted data is presented in Table D.1. A plot of this
data versus distance from surface zero (Figure D.34) indicates that the general background for
Wahoo was about a foctor of 10 higher than that for Umbrella.

D.3 IC COUNTING DATA

All IC trays were counted on Shelf 5 in one of two end-window gamma counters described
in Section 3.3.1. Counter 2 was used at the EPG, and Counter 1 was used at NRDL. The two
counters were nearly identical, no conversion factor from one to the other being necessary.
Upon recovery of the coracles in the field, all IC trays were immediately removed to a labora-
tory at the site where they were given a preliminary count with a MX-5 survey meter with its
probe positioned exactly '/. inch above the center of each IC tray. This reading was used to
distinguish trays having significant radioactive deposits, so that maximum counting time could
be assigned to trays having usable data and so that decay counts on the most active samples
could be started immediately. After this initial count at EPG, all IC trays were returned to
NRDL where a second count of all collections was made. Trays were shipped in individual
plastic bags, which precfuded cross-contamination during shipment.

The tray counts for a complete set of IC trays (both exposed and unexposed trays in the case
of IC collectors which jammed) were plotted, and a background for the entire set of trays was
determined. These backgrounds for the tray set are reported as ‘collection bkgd (measured)”
at the beginning of each table of original counts; backgrounds determined from the counts for a
complete IC tray set and backgrounds calculated for other times using the standard decay curve
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are indicated; these are reported as " collection bkgd (calculated). ” A plot of ccllection back-
ground versus distance from surface zero (Figure D.33) is similar to that for the survey meter
data (Figure D.34). Again the general background for Wahoo appears to be about a factor of 10
higher than Umbrella. These collection backgrounds were subtracted from all IC data used in
the body of this report. It should be reiterated that the IC was designed to assess deposited
material under conditions of heavy deposition originally expected from these underwater detcna-
tions. Under the conditions of light deposition, occasionally coupled with high transport veloc-
ities, the IC data suffers both from an appreciable collection bias and from statistical variation
between samples.

Unmodified Wahoo tray counts are presented in Tables D.2 through D.12 and unmodified Um-
brella tray counts in Tables D.13 through D.27. Complete data for the first 15 minutes of
collection is presented; after this time, only collections significantly above collection background
are reported. The IC collections are designated by the location of the collection followed by a
time indicating the time at which the 1-minute collection ceased. The abbreviation *cont” fol-
lowing the time designator indicates that the IC stuck at the tray in question; therefore, the tray
was exposed continuously from 1 minute prior to the indicated time until the coracle was re-
covered. When the time designator is included in parenthesis, the tray was never actually ex-
posed but was intended to be exposed at that time. Since the top tray was exposed {rom 1 min-
ute prior to the shot to approximately zero time, it is frequently omitted from plots of IC
collections; counting data for omitted trays is, however, included. Omitted trays are designated
by an X or, if more than one, by a series of X's.

D.4 IC DECAY DATA

The counting procedure and method of designating IC collections are described in Section
D.2. In most cases, the most radioactive tray was returned to NRDL for a decay count, while
the second most radiocactive tray was retained at the EPG for a decay count. In a few instances,
a decay started at the EPG was continued at NRDL, thus affording two points on a decay curve.
Decay data for Wahoo is presented in Tables D.28 through D.44 and those for Umbrella in Tables
D.45 through D.60. Slopes determined on the basis of two points are presented in Table D.61
for trays not decayed but counted once at the EPG and once at NRDL.

380 Pages 381 through 394 were deleted.
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4,100 feet, 336° T from surface zero, Shot Wahoo.
values read from this gamma record by 10 percent.
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Figure D.12 Approximate linear gamma dose rate record for coracle at
5,200 feet, 334.5° T from surface zero, Shot Wahoo. Warning: Increase

values read from this gamma record by 10 percent.
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Figure D.14 Approximate linear gamma dose rate record for coracle at
3,060 feet, 163.7" T {rom surface zero, Shot Umbrella.
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Figure D.1S Approximate linear gamma dose rate record for coracle at
6,010 feet, 158.9° T {rom surface zero, Shot Umbrella. Warning: Increase
values read {rom this gamma record by 10 percent.
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Figure D.16 Approximate linear gamma dose rate record for coracle at
6,380 feet, 207.5° T from surface zero, Shot Umbrella.
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Figure D.17 Approximate linear gamma dose rate record for coracle at
8,220 feet, 230.4° T from surface zero, Shot Umbrella.
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Figure D.18 Approximate linear gamma dose rate record for coracle at
15,980 feet, 237.1° T from surface zero, Shot Umbrelia.

404



3

Dose Rate, 1O r/br

100 Y T T ™ . - T - u -

| R
90 1 i

I [UMBRELLA D-27 |1
80 ; -

. . L
70 ! !

60

850

40

30

20

Time, Minutes

Figure D.19 Approximate linear gamma dose rate record for coracle at
2,670 feet, 248° T from surface zero, Shot Umbrella.
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Figure D.20 Approximate linear gamma dose rate record for coracle at
4,770 feet, 247.9° T from surface zero, Shot Umbrella.
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Figure D.21 Approximate linear gamma dose rate record for coracle at
18,220 feet, 250.2° T from surface zero, Shot Umbrella.
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Figure D.22 Approximate linear gamma dose rate record for coracle at
22,000 feet, 248° T {rom surface zero, Shot Umbrella.
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Figure D.23 Approximate linear gamma dose rate record for coracle at
12,230 teet, 262.5* T from surface zero, Shot Umbrella. Warning: Increase
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Figure D.24 Approximate linear gamma dose rate record for coracle at
18,600 feet, 261° T from surface zero, Shot Umbrella,
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Figure D.25 Approximate linear gamma dose rate record for coracle at
3,940 feet, 279.1° T from surface zero, Shot Umbrella.
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Figure D.26 Approximate linear gamma dose rate record for coracle at

6,740 feet, 278.1° T from surface zero, Shot Umbrella.

408



Dose Rate, ¢/hr

100C

800

[ﬁMBRELLA CR-49) -

—_r

o

l
|

i ,
' i
| ' <
i _ . N Svemh ! ! L , ,
2 3 4 s 6 ? 8 9 10 (] 3
Time, Minutes
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4,910 feet, 334° T from surface zero, Shot Umbrella. Warning: lncrease
values read from this gamma record by 10 percent.
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Figure D.28 Approximate linear gamma dose rate record {or ship at
2,300 feet, 28.5° T from surface zero, Shot Wahoo. Warning: Increase
values read from this gamma record by 10 percent.
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Appendix E

SUMMARY OF OTHER UNDERWATER DETONATIONS

A brief summary of pertinent shot and weather data for Shots Baker and Wigwam is presented
in Tables E.1 through E.3. This material has been abstracted from References 8, 9, 14, 24,
35, 54, 99, 101, and 128 through 131.

E.l1 GENERAL CONDITIONS

The general conditions are listed in Table E.1.

E.2 SHOT BAKER

The surface waters were illuminated by the fireball for a few milliseconds, this luminosity
disappearing as the bubble reached the surface, Following the appearance of the slick, a coni-
cal spray dome began to form at about 4 msec after zero time; its initial rate of rise was ap-
proximately 2,500 ft/sec. A few milliseconds later, plumes began to form. These plumes
rapidly overtook the spray dome and formed a hollow column approximately 8,000 feet high and
2,000 feet in diameter (estimated thickness of the column walls Is 300 feet). The fireball was
briefly visible near the top of this column but was quickly obscured by the development of a
large cumuliform cloud capping the column. Massive bodies of water fell from the periphery
of this cumuliform cloud, reaching the surface at approximately 10 seconds. Also at 10 seconds,
a base surge generated by the collapsing column expanded outward rapidly and reached a height
of 500 feet at 12 seconds. The cumuliform cloud persisted during the base surge formation,
and a heavy rain was observed to fall from it from approximately 1 to 2.5 minutes; the annular
ring of maximum rainfall had approximate inner and outer diameters of 4,000 and 6,000 feet,
respectively. After about 5 minutes, the base surge lifted from the water surface and rose to
form a part of the lower cloud deck. A moderate to heavy rain lasting for nearly an hour fell
from this lower cloud deck.

An {nitial dose rate greater than 10,000 r/hr was reported aboard the LCT-874 at 7,260 {eet
and 48° T of surface zero. Peak dose rates of 4,000 r/hr at 2 minutes, 180 r/hr at 5 minutes,
220 r/hr at 8 minutes, and 900 r/hr at 7 minutes were recorded aboard the LCT-874 (7,260
feet, 48° T from surface zero), USS Crittenden (APA-7T7) (5,025 feet, 276° T from surface
zero), USS Carterett (APA-70) (9,720 feet, 256° T from surface zero), and LCI-332 (5,610
feet, 88° T from surface zero), respectively.

E.3 SHOT WIGWAM

The first evidence of detonation was an expanding disk on the water surface indicating the ar-
rival of the shock wave. The expanding disk appeared as a white area with a dark fringe and
reached a radius of 7,000 feet.

The spray dome appeared at 386 msec after the appearance of the first surface effects
(called surface zero time or SZT) reaching 2 maximum radius of 7,000 feet at 1 second and a
maximum height of 160 feet at 2.5 seconds after its initial appearance. Also at 2.5 seconds,
a second dome of extremely spiky appearance rose above the first spray dome. The tallest
spikes reached a height of 900 feet at approximately 8 seconds.
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About 2.85 seconds after the first visible effects on the surface, a condensation cloud appeared
directly above the burst as a result of the passage of the air shock wave. A second, less clearly
defined condensation cloud appeared about 8.5 seconds after SZT.

The spray domes were broken up by large irregular plumes at approximately 10 seconds after
SZT. The first plumes were predominantly vertical and denser than the spray in the domes.
These plumes reached 2 maximum height of 1,430 feet and an aggregate diameter of 2,000 {eet
at 19 seconds. A second group of plumes, appearing at lower levels, developed at approximately
16 seconds. The entire plume formation fell back to the surface covering an area 3,100 feet in
diameter at 25 seconds. A third plume formation became visible at 35 seconds, reaching a
height of about 770 feet.

The plumes broke up into a fine spray, spreading out radially to form a base surge that was
first evident at 13 seconds. The development of the base surge from both the primary and
secondary plumes was continuous. The base surge was clearly identifiable at approximately
2¢ seconds, attaining a maximum height of 1,900 feet at 4 minutes. The base surge moved
downwind as a low-lying cloud and remained visible for about 23 minutes.’

A white circular patch of foam was observed about surface zero after the base surge had
thinned sufficiently to make it visible. At 1.5 minutes, the patch’s diameter was 6,300 feet;
it continued to expand to a diameter of 10,400 feet at 13 minutes, at which time it became dif-
ficult to distinguish.

The YAG-39, which was steaming at approximately 10 knots, encountered a radioactive
cloud about 13 minutes after zero time at approximately 28,000 feet downwind (bearing 200° T
from surface zero), Gamma intensity measurements of greater than 400 r/hr were recorded
during the period from 16 to 19 minutes. By 22 minutes, the radiaticn field had dropped off
to a level of 1 r/hr. Assuming that the observed decay exponent (- 1.5) is valid for early times,
the radiation intensity was estimated to be about 10,000 r/hr at 2 minutes after SZT. The over-
all dose accumulated topside on the YAG-39 with the washdown system in operation was about
30 r. Phosphate glass dosimeters placed in the vicinity of YC-473 (shot barge) recorded total
gamma doses of approximately 3,600 r.
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TABLE E.1

SHOTS BAKER AND " 10WaM

SHOT DATA 2ND ~lr:>3l: MEATHER AT SHOT TIME,

Baner

Wigwam

Yiwid, kt

W capon depih, {eet
Viter depth, feet
Zero time

Zero coordinates

Surface wind
direcuen, ‘T

Surface wind speed, knots

Sei |evel pressure, mos

Free-air surface
temperature, °F

Relative humidity, pct

Tide

Sea state

* Wave heights given bere are the average of the

'y bigbest waves.

TABLE E.2 COLUMN AND BASE SURGE DATA, SHOT BAKER

Column height

Column diameter (at throat)
Time of {irst appearance of base surge

Radia! Velocity

(kaots)

Base surge at 30 sec 42
40 sac 38

50 sec 32

80 sec 28

90 sec 20

2 min 13

3 mia 10

4,100 feet at 10 seconds
7,500 feet at 60 seconds
1,950 fest

10 seconds

Height Radius
[349] (ft)
820 3,000
630 3,600
830 4,200
980 4,300

1,350 6,000

1,580 6,900

1,800 8,100

TABLE E.3 SPRAY DOME AND BASE SURGE DATA,

SHOT WIGWAM

Maximum beight of spray dome 900 feet

Maximum diameter of spray dome 14,000 feet
Time of {irst appearance of base surge 13 seconds

Radial Velocity Height

(knots) (fe)

Base surge at 30 sec 67 500

40 sec “ 800

50 sec 31 700

80 sec 23 800

90 sec 14 1,200

2 min 12 1,400

3 min 11 1,700
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Appendix F

GLOSSARY

A large number of alphabetic abbreviations are frequently used in the text of this report because
of the rather unwieldy descriptive names applied to specialized project equipment. Furthermore,
certain common words are used in a specialized or restrictive sense when discussing the phenom-
ena connected with the underwater events. For greater convenience, these terms are assembled
and briefly defined here. When additional discussion of the word or abbreviation appears in the
text, a section reference is given parenthetically following the definition. The glossary is pre-
ceded by the key used in the summary preseatation of the gamma records in Sections 3.3.2 and
3.4.1.

KEY FOR MASTER TABLE (TABLE 3.11) AND FOR INDIVIDUAL STATION DATA
(Figures 3.66 through 3.96)

1. Gamma dose rate record: gamma dose rate versus time corrected for instrument respoanse;
type of detector indicated. Normalized rate curve for instrument shown from 1 minute until end
of record.

2. Transit plot: plan view of various surge boundaries at beginning and end of transit.
Boundaries shown for times indicated. Letter designators for boundaries same as those given
in tabulated section of this key.

3. Tabular data: same key applicable also for master table (Table 3.11).

General: letter designators and other general symbols used in the table:

- = no data avatlable () = value 18 estimated [ ] = see notes for boundary plot

CA = point of closest surge approach msk = observation masked by a concurrent event
calc = calculated data n.a. = not applicable, occurrence is unlikely
CR = point where B, recedes NC = not central decrement

DD = drifting neg = negative value

ED = inner edge influences RF = reef station

EX = expanded surge boundary sat = {nstrument saturated

OL = station outside lagoon WW = interference due to white water

OV = coracle overturned XTP = extrapolated data

obs = observed data
poss = possibly
msg = observation expected but not observed

Records: records given are compiete unless parenthetically indicated or modified as stated.

Modifying conditions: basis of estimated time of overturn given in parenthesis: (no 2nd rise) =
the instrument failed to record the passage of the upwind surge accurately; (sec-GITR track) =
the secondary GITR tracked the std-GITR until the time of the estimate; GITR OK = std-GITR
was not damaged by overturn; GITR damaged = std-GITR damaged by overturn.

Types of transit are illustrated in Figure 3.63; the letter designators used are:

C = central transit SN = gkirting transit, an upwind event
D = distant transit TN = total envelopment, an upwind event
417
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E = edge transit TTC = transit through the center, center passes
IE = inner edge transit at 1,000 feet or less

OE = outer edge transit

PN = partial transit, an upwind event

Types of records: more fully described in Section 3.3.2; the letter designators used are:

M = record typical for station almost Wi & Wy = characteristic Wahoo records
missed by surge Uy & Uj = characteristic Umbrella records
Nj & Np = records typical for stations
experiencing an edge transit

Surge boundaries: These and other surge parameters are illustrated in Figure 3.63; the letter
designators used are:

B; = inner primary smooth boundary NOL = NOL smooth boundary
B, = outer primary smooth boundary P, = inner photo-boundary of primary surge

. Bg = outer secondary smooth boundary P, = outer photo-boundary of primary surge
H = hypothetical surge center So = outer photo-boundary of secondary surge

X = photographic surge center
Total surge: normalized dose cumulated over time indicated.

Surge boundaries: photo-TOA and photo-TOC given for outer primary photo-boundary only;
distance and time of closest approach of X given if <5,000 feet; rad-TOA = average of 38 and
100 percent of TOP; rad-TOC = time normalized rate curve drops below 10° r/hr; source
center = distance of P, at TOP; length of tail calculated using official surface wind speed.

Approach velocities: Photo-veiocities calculated for boundary indicated at specified distances
greater than that at TOP. Rad-velocities calculated for rise from 5 to 100 percent of peak for
models indicated, (see also Section A.3).

Waterborne sources: Calculated water and foam movements for drifts and sets or radial ex-
pansions indicated.

Bomb-generated waves: Calculated as described in Section 2.3.2.

4. Boundary plot: distance of various surge boundaries shown as a function of time; nor-
malized rate curve with logarithmic scale superimposed; calculated water and foam movements
shown at bottom; values in brackets are read from dashed boundaries, which compensate for
surge disappearance (see text).

AFT: Air flitration instrument, a device which collects a sequence of aerosol samples
on a chemical {ilter (see Section 2.2.8).

A-frame: A simple pipe frame used to support lightweight hoisting eqiupment, usually
mounted on the front of a vehicle.

AOC: Always-open collector, a large tray for collection of fallout (see Section 2.2.6).

ASEL: Army Signal Engineering Laboratory, Ft. Monmouth, New Jersey.

ASEL-GITR: Army Signal Engineering Laboratory gamma-intensity-time recorder, an instru-
ment developed at ASEL to measure high gamma dose rates; also called the
Gustave [ (see Section 2.2.3).

ASW: Antisubmarine warfare, used in this report with the connotation that the weapons
used are nuclear.
AVR: A high-speed launch used for aviation rescue work.

background: Normal radiation intensities of instrument readings due to natural causes or
from uncontrolled sources not under atudy.

ball crusher: A device used for detecting the bottom when placing deep anchors.

base surge: The apparently fine liquid aerosol that moves outward rapidly {from the subsiding
column of water after detonation of an underwater nuclear device. The base
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surge {s probably radioactive or carries radiocactive material with it. For de-
tailed discussion of gamma records, base surge may be subdivided into primary
and secondary base surge (see Figure 3.63). Primary base surge is the surge
generated by collapse of the {irst column formed and is outermost. Secondary
base surge (whose existence is postulated on the basis of photographic records
of secondary plumes and other corroborative evidence) advances radially behind
the primary base surge. .

base surge decay curve: Same as early decay curve.
boundary plot: A plot of various photographically determined base surge boundaries versus

BWA:

cic:

CL:

cloud:

cloud slope:

column:

coracle:

CR:

time, used for correlating specific features of the gamma dose rate records
with these photographic boundaries.

Beach work area, an area on Parrv Island specially equipped for the staging and
instrumenting of coracles.

Combat information center, a highly centralized information and control center

. aboard combatant ships.

Crosswind left, an abbreviation used to designate an approximate radial line 90°
to the left when looking down the downwind leg of the target array (~158° T).

An aerosol or body of airborne liquid droplets, usually used with the connotation
that the droplets are radioactive or are associated with airborne radioactive
material. The meaning of cloud is sometimes extended to include the entire
aerial environment, such as material that is in the process of falling to the sur-
face.

A term used in discussion of stationary cloud models In order to avoid expres-
sions implying movement, such as time of arrival. Cloud slope is the rate at
which the concentration of radioactive material in a hypothetical model increases
with time (see Section 1.3.1).

The mass of solid water, liquid aerosocl, and gaseous material that is blown into
the air by an underwater nuclear detonation. The energy of this mass falling
back to the surface generates the base surge.

A clrcular floating platform specially designed to mount project instruments

(see Section 1.3).

Crosswind right, an abbreviation used to designate an approximate radlal line
90* to the right when looking down the downwind leg of the target array (~338° T).

cross-contaminate: An uncontrolled interchange of material between two individual samples

D:

decrement:

occurring at time of collection or during subsequent handling.

Downwind, an abbreviation used to designate the approximate radial line extend-
ing down the downwind leg of the target array (~ 248° T).

A presumed decrease in the concentration of airborne radioactive material within
the visible base surge, resulting {n a decrease in the observed dose rate. Such
a decrease may be located centrally (central decrement) or between the primary
and secondary base surges (intersurge decrement). (See Figure 3.63.)

deposit dose or dose rate: The gamma dose or dose rate resulting from radiocactive material

DL:

DLL:

DMT:

DR:

DRR;

deposited on surfaces.

Downwind left, an abbreviation used to designate the approximate radial line 15°
to the left when looking down the downwind leg of the target array {(~233° T).
Downwind left left, an abbreviation used to designate the approximate radial line
30° to the left when looking down the downwind leg of the target array (~218° T).
dimethyiterephthalate, a crystailine material used to form the chemical filter in
air filtration instrument (see AFI).

Dowmwind right, an abbreviation used to designate the approximate radial line
15° to the right when looking down the downwind leg of the txrget array (~263° T).
Downwind right right, an abbreviation used to designate the approximate radial
line 30° to the right when looking down the downwind leg of the target array
(~278°T).
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DUKW:

A small amphibious surface craft capable of being used either in tiie water or on
land.

early decay curve: Any of a family of decay curves presumed to be characteristic of radicactive

material deposited {rom the base surge during the first 5 minutes of its existence.

early gamma dose: An expression arbitrarily defined in this report as the gamma radiation dose

EC-2:
EG&G:

EMBL:
envelopment:

EPG:

{allout:

FFP:

film pack:
float:
Flowrator:

flyaway:

FP:

fractionation:

free-field:

Fs:

Getok Hill:

GIDU:

GITOUT:

GITR:

received within the first minute after zero time. (See initial dose.)

A Liberty ship used on this operation as a flcating platform for instruments.
Edgerton, Germeshausen, and Grier, Inc., a contractor providing timing and
firing service to the Task Force.

Eniwetok Marine Biology Laboratory, a laboratory on Parry Island.

A term used in a special sense to describe movement of the complex base surge
over a position upwind of surface zero. Envelopment may be skirting, partial,
or total as illustrated in Figure 3.83.

Eniwetok Proving Ground, the area surrounding Eaniwetok and Bikini atolls in the
Marshall Islands.

Particulate material raining down from or falling out of clouds or other aerosols
produced by atomic devices, usually used with the connotation that the material
is radioactive or carries with it radioactive debris from the device.

Floating film pack, any of several types of simple floats designed to support film
packs at the water surface; the term includes both float and film pack (see below).
An assemblage of special photographic films so packaged as to give a reliable
measurement of total gamma dose (see Section 2.2.5).

Any surface buoy; however, the term is frequently used to designate a small
circular float which contains a film pack (see Section 2.2.5).

A commerclally produced instrument that measures the rate of fluid flow through
a closed syatem.

Any of several specially scheduled flights usually direct to the continental U.S.
for the principal purpose of returning short-lived radiocactive samples to home
laboratories for analysis. The various flyaways are usually designated by their
departure time relative to a specific shot, e.g., Wahoo plus 10-hour flyaway or
10-hour flyaway.

An abbreviation for film pack.

Alteration of the normal spectrum of fission products resulting from a nuclear
detonation by mechanical or chemical separation. Fractionation is usually ex-
pressed in terms of R-values. (See R-value.)

An arbitrary term defined to mean the radiation field near the water surface re-
sulting from a cloud of airborne radiocactive material unmodified by any projections
above the water surface (see Section 1.1).

Funnel sample, a fallout sample collected by means of a funnel and bottle (see
Section 3.5.1).

A spiritual sanctuary for harassed members of the project.
Gamma-intensity-decay unit, an instrument that flushed radioactive fallout col-
lected until H + 4 minutes into a lead shield where a continuous decay record was
started immediately.

An electronic device that automatically reads out the gamma-intensity-time
recorder tapes and plots the data (see Section 2.2.8). _
Gamma-intensity-time recorder, an instrument that measures gamma intensity
as a function of time and records this information on magnetic tape (see Section
2.2.1).

gross gamma field: Arbitrarily defined as the total, uncorrected garama field exactly as meas-

Gustave I
H and N:

ured by a detecting instrument,
An ASEL-GITR.
Holmes and Narver Inc., the site contractor providing construction and housing

services.
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hot li~e* The line along which the greatest deposition of radicactive material is experie

for atomic clouds whose maximum height does not exceed 2,00V feet, ihis line
nearly coincident with the track of the center of the radioactive cloud.

hype.. -.al surge center, H: the presumed location of the base surge center at a specific tin
determined simply by moving surface zero downwind {n accordance with the
official Task Force surface winds.

IC: Incremental collector, an instrument that makes a sequince of passive fallout
collections on small trays (see Section 2.2.4).
ICB: Instrument control box, a switching and timing device thit controls coracle in-

struments (see Section 2.2.7).

{dentifier: A larger float used to aid in spotting and identifying floaﬂng film packs from tt
air; also an alphabetic or numerical symbol designating !nstrument position at
given station (see Section 2.2.5). .

initial dose or dose rate: Dose or dose rate from radiation occurring shortly after zero time
during the venting of the radioactive products.

intensity: A term used for both source intensity and dose rate.

{sodose contour: a boundary drawn for a specified time after a nuclear detonation, along whic
the cumulative radiation dose to that time is presumed to be the same.

ITR: Interim Test Report.

LASL: Los Alamos Scientific Laboratory, Los Alamos, New Mexico.

late decay curve: A decay curve presumed to be characteristic of radioactive material deposi
later than 5 minutes, possibly from such sources as white water.

LCM: A small amphiblious attack craft capable of carrying vehicles and making landil
directly on beaches.

LCU: A large amphibious attack craft capable of carrying several vehicles and a sm:
crane, and capable of making landings directly on beaches.

LDSO: Lethal dose 50 percent. For a stated type of radiation, the dose which results

in 50-percent fatalities in a population of exposed organisms within a stated
period of time after irradiation, usually 30 days.

M: The alphabetic time zone designator for the EPG indicating the time zone 12
hours later than Greenwich Mean Time (GMT).

M-boat: An LCM.

NBS: National Bureau of Standards, Washington, D.C.

NOL: Naval Ordnance Laboratory, Silver Spring, Maryland.

NRDL: U. 8. Naval Radiological Defense Laboratory, San Francisco, California.

OCC: Open-close collector; a large tray that is opened to collect fallout and later
closed (see Section 2.2.6).

PDST: Paclflc Daylight Saving Time. Seven hours earller than Greenwich Mean Time
(GMT).

photo-: a pref{ix used to indicate that the parameter in question is photographically det
mined as distinguished from one that {s determined on the basis of the dose ral
records.

photo-boundary: any of several base surge boundaries determined from aerial photographs.

photographic surge center, X: the presumed location of the base surge center at a specific tir
defined as the center of the circle that best fits the outer photo-boundary of the
primary surge at the time {n question. This center {58 presumed to move in ac
cordance with this photo-boundary up to the time of the last reliable boundary
{3.5 minutes for Wahoo and 8 minutes for Umbrella) after which it moves In
accordance with the official Task Force surface winds.

plume: One of the several large masses of water thrown upward and outward radially
by an underwater water explosion. _
R-value: The ratio of the observed amount of a given radionuclide to the amount expecte

from thermal neutron fission of U, calculated on the basis of some referenc
radlonuclide whose amount is also determined. When the reference radionucli
18 not specified, Mo is usually implied through common usage.
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cad-: - orefix used to indicate that the parameter in question is determined on the basis
ne dose rate records as distinguished from one determined photographically.

radex are. «liological exclusion area. An area to which access is limited or prohibited
due to the presence of generally distributed radicactive material constituting a
personnel contamination hazard.

radiation pulse: A square wave pulse recorded on magnetic tape by the recycling of a GITR ion-
ization chamber. For the high-range channel of the std-GITR, each radiaticn
pulse represents a dose increment of 0.243 r. A low-range radiation pulse is
one-~-thousandth of the high range.

residual dose rate: The radiation field due to deposited radioactive material, which remains
after passage of the radiating cloud.

sec-GITR: Secondary gamma-intensity-time recorder, a term used to designate an under-
water GITR that failed to drop. Records produced by the underwater GITR under
these circumstances were similar to those produced by the standard GITR.

shadow bias: alteration of fallout collectlons caused by particle trajectories in the neighbor-
hood of surfaces vertical to the prevailing wind.

shine: A term used in this report to distinguish radiation emanating beyond the visible
boundaries of a diffuse body of radioactive aerosol from the f{ield within said
diffuse body.

S10: Scripps Institution of Oceanography, La Jolla, California.

smooth boundary: An imaginary base surge boundary defined by the circle best approximating
any of the several photo-boundaries. (See photo-boundary.)

source center: A point within a diffuse body of radioactive aerosol at which the dose rate reaches
peak intensity probably as a result of optimum geometry.

source intensity: The energy emitted at a radioactive source, used here as the number of Mev
emitted per unit time per unit volume or area.

spike: A sharp rise and fall in gamma dose rate as seen on a plot of gamma intensity
versus time, with the connotation that the peak dose rate is very much higher
than the dose rate either before or after the peak.

SRC: Sample recovery center, an area specially arranged to maintain records and
contamination control during sample recovery operations.

standard decay curve: A decay curve for mixed fission products at early times selected from
the latest literature available at the time of writing (References 38 and 89) and
used consistently throughout this report (see Section B.2).

standoff distance: The distance a ship delivering a weapon must maintain in order to avoid
tactical damage, usually used in the report with the connotation that the weapon
is nuclear.

std-GITR: Standard gamma-intensity-time recorder, a GITR with a 12-hour tape transport
mounted in the center of a coracle deck (see Section 2.2.1).

subsurface buoy: A 3-foot diameter buoy placed at a depth of 150 feet below the surface when
establishing a deep anchor (see Section 2.3.1).

surface zero: The point at the water surface directly over the point of detonation of an under-
water shot.

surge: An abbreviation for base surge In general or a specific segment of the base surge.
When modified by the adjectives upwind or downwind, the term is used in the
more restrictive sense of the upwind or downwind portions of a torus assumed
to represent a generalized base surge (Figure 3.63).

survey point: A mark painted in a known location on a ship’s deck indicating that a survey
meter reading is to be taken at that point (see Section 3.4.2).

SZ: Surface zero.

tail: A remnant of radioactive aerosol trailing behind the base surge proper. The
meaning is extended to include radioactive aerosol temporarily detained in
turbulent eddies associated with ship superstructures and streaming downwind
from the ship after passage of the base surge (see Section 3.3.2).
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T-boat: An LCU. (See LCU.)

throwout: Massive ejections from a detonation, which follow a ballistic trajectory. These
ejections from an underwater detonation are principally water and, thus, follow -
the usual modified ballistic trajectory.

time of arrival: Arbitrarily defined as the lapse in time from detonation to some specified point
on the increasing slope of the {irst major dose rate peak at a specific location;
abbreviated TOA. Other definitions are also possible (see Section 3.3.4).

time of cessation: Arbitrarily defined as the lapse in time {from detonation to the point at which
the dose rate curve of the major event drops to background or nearly so; abbrevi-

~ ated TOC. TOC lis determined in this report by inspection of the normalized

rate curve (see Section 3.3.4).

time of peak: The lapse in time from detonation to the first major dose rate peak; abbreviated

TOP.
TOA: Time of arrival.
TOC: Time of cessation.
TOP: Time of peak.
transit: A term used in a special sense to describe passage of the complex base surge

over a fixed position. Transit may be through the center, central, inner edge,
edge, outer edge, or distance as illustrated in Figure 3.63.

transit plot: A plan view of the probable photo-boundaries and smooth boundaries at the times
of their individual initial and final transits at a given station. These plots are
useful for intercomparison of the dose rate records {from several stations.

tripod: A three-legged mast installed on coracles to ald {n handling at sea (Figure 1.2).

U: Upwind, an abbreviation used to designate the approximate radial line extending
along the upwind leg of the target array (~68° T).

upwelling water: Subsurface water moving upward to the surface as a result of homb energy,
usually with the connotation that this water is radloactive.

UW-GITR: Underwater gamma-intensity-time recorder, a detector modified to detect gamma
fields underwater.

valley: A marked decrease in dose rate occurring between two dose rate peaks.

visual approach velocity: Any of several approach velocities for the photographically determined

- base surge boundaries.

water decay curve: Same as late decay curve.

water dose rate: Gamma radiation due to fallout remaining suspended in the surface water layer.

white water: Water containing visible amounts of bottom material pulverized and suspended
by the detonation, with the usual connotation that this water is very radioactive.

WT: Weapons Test Report, of which this report is an example.
Z: The alphabetic time zone designator for Greenwich Mean Time (GMT).
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