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CDK, SERTES, AND URANTUM 23%8 DECAY. 3/02/11

A summary of the main points of CDK11. QJ@@
Designed for easy reading! (Remember that. theQ° points
are open to discussion.) é@

* €DK matches uranlum decay. ° @

Uranium decay in the past was much fé%ar than today.
® Both speed of light decay and uran@ﬁm decay are
dependent on series of numbers, e in Bill Tifft's

-1/3 g geries - see CDK 10. (e@ the number 6224

is a SERTES ) § '
The MAIN decay processes gfboth light and uranium
238 decay Were completea%umkly. AVERAGE speed
of decay has since be dependen‘t only on !'powers
of ten'- see CBK 3,@!‘ IDEA 2,

Becaugse of the sp@:.al relationship of CDK to ura-
nium decay, onl’,y‘sﬁ /2 of the uranium 238 will ever
decay away . §@

* The geries é@volved in CDK meke for 1.5, 1.35,

and p___é%f ten values seen in quan’olzed redshift

measureménts. The series seem to be responsible

for the quantized redshifts. There is a verniex

effect, like on vermier callipers, ome value ace—

entuating a.nothe;c. )

If you don't like numbers, don't read furtheri
Cheerio from me, the Bditor, and Regards from the
lollo team: Mres H, Bill, Sparrow, & Inky.
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CDK, SERIES, AND URANIUM 2%8 DECAY. 3/02/11

Independent Science News. Reported for 1ollo°org

CDK 11- bo

6 1

)

Q

X T3E = 4.61x109 %’
&
©

(1) 1.5 x 10
" 000241

<,

R
The 4.61 x 107 figure is the half é@% value for
uranium 238 decay.
\\

&

1.5 x 106 is light years of@@ravel (averaged)

per ,000241 of QUANTIZED cha@ in wavelength of light
(i.e. redshifts of T2 km/se out to a distance of '
1.35 x 10° light years. (Fred’s old redshift limit]

(Note that 72 km/sg@Qper 1.5 million light years
is the same as Fred s@:ﬂe s 100 miles per second per
million parsecs.) §@C& 7T and cdk 5, page 2.

&

The 1/ 1* seems to modify thie average light years
of travel per change in c. IT MAY PROVIDE A VERNIER
INTERFACE OF 1.5/1.35 = 10/9 AND THUS ‘PROVIDE A MECH-

ANISM FOR QUANTIZATION. See note (15).

NOTE THAT 1.35 x 10° L.Y. is at redshift = 0.2c,

which is 2 matural limit in redshift ebservations

today. ngy 5, page- e
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(2) There are series involved. 1.5 = 6224 ©@
.000241 O

This 6224 is 22 ( 1 - .000241)% = 1

T~

(3) The TNIT in (2) is 1.5, O
so that 1.5 x 4149.3775 @ = 6224

(See footnote.) @@

o
Footnote 'to. (3).. Lighoes in threes (Maxwell)
Decay = 3/2 T Compa:ng@Bill Tifft's 1/3's series

which converges to 5. (CDK10) (16/11/2000)
Goes in ... deca%&@in 1/3's 7

Q@

A -
(4) DEFINITION OF 6224... 1.5 times the sum of all

. possible decreasing values of (1 - .000241)n, which

converge to a maximum possible ever of 4149.3775 units.

A comverging series of the form..e.

...Eé‘r.xn.-_- 1+ x+ x2+13+x4.... =._..1 )
1 -x

for -1<x<1, not 0.
* 6224 need not be a time line. (But it sure works

pretty welll)
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(5) Conventional % life of uranium. is...

HALF LIFB = - log, 2 -4=-—ASERIE5(+&@
. PECAY CONSTANP e NEGATIVE@

log 2 is a SERTES formed by. taking . the 1@@31

of each side of the seriesese @@
©)
1 - 1+x+x2+x-.3.... @@
1 -x ’ N

2 3 &S
é - 1oge(\1 b I-) = X +’§ + '?3_:" g§§+ooo
. 0 L
loge(1 - Jt-;) X . °§:

Hénce, when x = -

n

1

!

|
M

!

-

&
@ . .
N
10g 2 = 1 "Q'l’" "'71 +1f0-'0' = 00693000
e G
Q1)\%9@\‘2 3 4 5
Notlce the plus A@nd mirus look. (Harmonic, but

+ & =) ©
' Conditiona convergent series, Cannot be added
up other thap@n order,

(6) Because the decay constant in (5) is pegative,
the & time must assume a negative value.
%; (-1/2)% converges to... . C

1 -1/2 +1/4 =1/8 +1/16.... = 1/1.5
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(T} Decay constant of uranium 238 given as

-1 | per million years. ©©

6500 atoms (1956 1)1-1‘t)1:i.ca,1::|’.cm,)@K
- R
This is _ 5 LS
* per 1.5 million year@@
6500 atoms @@

£

or (within 4.3 % of) = .000241 atoms 3

1.5 millio ears

Compare with gquantized redshlfx\values
Compare 4.61 walue of % timg @a (1).

, \
(8) Current rate of edk t@y = ,000241¢ / 3 years
(See CDK 8, p1)

OR 3 light yea.r%%f 'travel / 000241 qua.nt:r.zed
y@@ cha.nge in c.

either

@ t
(FALL IN LYSHT SPEED IS.....
94 km ﬁee [ ammm.)  See GDK 4, pd.

(Compare chgdge in value of electrostatic and electro-
magnetic standards, shewing same 24 km/sec/annum:
worth of drift.)

(9) Rate of light travel per quantized redshift in
the past (averaged).... )
1.5 million 1l.y. travel / .000241 quantized redshift

——w— this was ! % x 106 times faster than today.

op——
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(10) IR uranium decay rate conmected to light speed,
then uranium decay (average) was, in the past, ©@
i 6 | o
L x10° x - .000241 N atoms °
See .
15 million years @

&
-~ .000241 N atoms
&

3 years

The gverage rate of (uranium) decay § the past was the
same as (within 4.3 % ? See (7). )Q%m today.
@ :
(11) Because 6224 is 2 %@of 1.5's decaying
as ONES, i.e. &
6224 = 1.5 x Z¢ (1 -@@00241) = 1.5 % 4149.3775,

the averaged result (1Q\may be used to find total

amount of uranium de - in the 6224 ‘series.,
(Total PQ_S.@.J'.-P.L% de@;%{y ever —) )
ORI ko o0y - oo m tome,
3 yeabs . (.a.‘b series limit)

NO MORE 'I'HAN % DECAY EVER POSSIBLE!!

e -y

(12) It is concluded that the deeay of uranium 238

will never (IF comnected to the gseries of CDK) exceed
the (within 4.3 % 2 - see (7) & (10) ) ONE HALF DECAY
MARK . -
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A" actual deecay curve:
asymptotal to 1/2 @9@

amount of

B>
3]
& ‘ o~
g 12+ Nl - 1/25
bs fa conventio @Q
§ v deecay ¢ o
Q - O W 1 ) - v ,; "@

. "' ©

9 P o\@
4.61 x 10 decay years at today'S°rate of decay.
s
. (13) CDK 2 (Calculus) shows smdegral of y =%

as «.. 2/3 x \]_x3,. which ism (area)?

M5

&

Look at the per 1.5 valte.

" Like the .000241 per 1.5 g¥llion light years.
See note: (6). Q

9

&
(14) Also, the xé‘@ can be written as
1235 G135 0135 00135 _ 1.5
or @
& 1.35 x 100,
135 107
.0135 1072
.00135 107
.000135 1075 .
.0000135 107 ...

See the SIMILARTTY HERE TO THE ADDITION TRIANGLES
of CDK 10, pb, and CDK 7, page 9. - | |
(Put this triangle bepeath the CDK 10 triangle.)
AISO: See the 1,35 similarity to Fred's redshift limit
of 1.35 x 109 1.y . '
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(15) Here is the addition triamgle from p6 of CDK 10

for comparison with the triangle in (14) above. S

1,350,000,000 1.55 x 102 Qé'
135,000,000 135 x 107 S
13,500,000 1.35 x 10, &
1,350,000 1.35 x 10, ®)
135,000 1.35 x 107 @@
13,500 1.35 x 103 N
1,350 1.35 x 10 §
135 1.35 x 107 &
13¢5 135 .10, \\
+ 1.35 1.35 x 10" 2o
R
194994999,993.85 1.5 x}@
\

See how the tems add to g:we& 10/9, 'vernier!' look.
( 10/9 =@@ 1111911... )

10%10%+ 10%410°+10 +1$1o 110741084109 = 111111111

DO THE 10's GIVE TI%@ERNER LOOK, HENCE QUANTIZATION?

(The tr:.angle@of (14) and (15) are continuous, tri-
angle 15 above e The 1,35 position is kind of arbit-
rary. The Q_.Q./s is 10 less each time, moving down the
columss. &©

(16) Because CDK was initi‘ally so rapid, the 6224
series was '_g.g_mp_l_g_;_t_e_. very quickly. Compare CDK 3
(Timing is everything) where the man is very quickly
'nearly at the shops'. CDK 3, p5, IDEAS 1 & 2.
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Tdea 2 shows that the AVERAGE speed or decay
amount will, from a very rapid (near) completion,

Q

from then on dependent only on powers of ten. D
Pick a poOweTr....5 ! @Q
Ten times the time ? ten times less averpeed

106 times the time 7 10 -6 times average edl

. §
And so on. @

(17)  (6224)* = 1.5 x 1077 (Try Lth) (62247 - see
notes 2, 3, 4 & 11) S
n

See that 1.5 x 1017 x | oé} = 4.61 x 107
000241 1.35

Fred Hoyle's redshift J.#_Lt (the whole thing)
Compare (1) Q\
Compare: T4, (i.e. time@ CIX 8, p10, para 4.‘

@% CIK 2, p1, last para.

Compare space siz@%:ote, P11, CDK 7.
Space igylooking pretty bigl

(6224)° = 008241 x 101? gee CDK 2

(18) Beemmse 1.5x10° . 1 460107,
000241 1.35

y See (1) OR (17) .
- and the 1.5 is 1.111111 , it means that.
135 (to Page 10)
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the expression can be written as @
M 6
1.11111 x 10 = 4.61 x 109, ORvoo. @9

.000241 (§§§°
) 6.5.4.% '
10%410°+10%410%+10%410 1 +10%-.... . %‘ia % 10°

000241
This is quite an elegant way to write t §>expr6551on'

(Compare (16) 'DEPENDENT ON powers of 3')
The most graphic demonstration of gﬁ@grical connectiony |

Q

‘ CDK to uranium decay. w§§Q°
&
Q§>
(19)  Because 1 - SN49-3T15, them
,000241
‘§?
41493775 x (10241074 gg 103410210 410%. :2)
: = 4.61 X 109
and an addition tgggngle can be formed...
O
_65 6
414939 4149.3T75 x 10,
4149 7?50 " 10
493775 " 103
41495775 " 10y
414937.75 " 107
41495 .T15 " 100
4149.3775 " 10 -1
414.93F75 “ 10
41.493775 - v 10_3
+ 4.1493775 " 10
4610419443.5834025 i

L]

122334443 33021—=_

"and carry"....

these are interesting!
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(20) For comparison, the conventional & time

of uranium 238 is 'given GSeas " @
&
% time =  log 2 S
1.5 atoms per 7010 atoms per year( value)
&
. )
_ 693 Y .
= - (See item (5) - l@ 2 is a series!
—7.—~10 ‘
1.2 x 10 Q°

$
= 4.62 x 107 Com \$
= 4. omipare (18)
&
(21) 'The reason that a1l ux;q&um did not decay away
at CDK is now evident, in tk§ the decay rate is
3x 10° times SLOWER than ADK processes. (See notes
= Q¥ 7 - 12)
In the case of&hort half life material, remew-
able today, the half“life is caused by ghielding or
by dilution, one the other, from influence of light
speed (pressur - o
RA]}IOAGTI\ZI%%S NOT A RANPOM PROCESS!

(lolle, mot lotto!)

AT L LIFE

R : (4 A decayed to B)
Influence is shielded
‘or diluted at %-1ife,
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Thig ghielding or dilution will continue

1/2, 1/4, 1/8 & so om, to give a decay series. &

This is the difference between primordial ¥ .(59

" dk and short term dk. >
%§§2

(22) There will be drift noticed in 'tlmx." of decay
processes {short term) as light speed sl@s at

24 lan/sec/annum. (Depends om how lon he decay time
ig) The nice % time decay series will be extended
s1lightly. (For periods more than 3\years? Recall
.000241 per 3 years: but Bill Tj 's gmallexr divisions

might be moticed if quantized &ﬂ‘t .) (Pestable?)
$ 2t

DRIFT: Q,ua;ntlzed or contl# us'? Opportunity knocks!

i.e. Drift in % time dﬂ\gfr series because of slowing

light speed. 9D
N
)
. @

(23) Cratering 6¥ moon, Mercury, asteroids & so on,
likely from ra@ﬁ\ onset of volcanism at cdk start.
Impacts on g% %ﬂ of asteroids (yes they have moons! -
"coriipanions' and the asteroids themselves would com—
pletely upset the orbital motions. (Orbits, by their
nature, are pot stable.)

One large crater on Mimas is 1/3 dieameter of this. -
moon! Little uplift at cemire. QCammot be from impact,

or Mimas would not be in orbit any moere. The old idea
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of volcanism (very intemse!) seems mach more likely
" than impact. Mimas' big crater w:l.'th 'pimple! at c
tre shows this type of crater, (w:.th central plm

not impact crater. Some cratering from splash @2' ck
of ejected material into plastic or semi plc'lava.
flows. Intense radioactive heating is caof crat-

<,

ering. Hotspots!l - N
Asteroids have flowed into 'potategshapes'.
Ceres & so om still spherical. (Scm% asteroids sphexr-

ical still. All, originally, ome 1d Suppose. )

FRED'S @ REDSHIFT LIMIT.

9 9,
(24) 1.35x 10 %/._. 6224866 x 106
.000241 x. 900 . @@

200 ‘s&ei Jumps*® of .000241
Just: rearranglng the .same old numbers.
&
Copyright, 15N & l%@.o.org.
Aucklg., New Zealand 2011

%
&@




