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WORLD DATA FOR 0     0  DECAY, 2008ISOSPIN SYMMETRY BREAKING CORRECTIONS

 =                          +             C   C1 C2

  Full-parentage Saxon-Woods wave
functions for parent and daughter.

  Matched to known binding energies
and charge radii as obtained from
electron scattering.

Mismatch in radial wave function be-
tween parent and daughter.

  Core states included based on
measured spectroscopic factors.

Difference in configuration mixing
between parent and daughter.
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