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The results of a phase-shift analysis of proton-proton cross-section, polarization, and triple-scattering
experiments at ~310 Mev are reported. From an extensive search five satisfactory solutions have been
found. Three additional solutions that give fair fits to the data are also reported.

1. INTRODUCTION

HE difficulties encountered in field-theoretical
attempts to understand nucleon-nucleon inter-
actions have led to the less ambitious hope that a
phenomenological potential model for these interactions
could be found. Although there has been considerable
effort along these lines,! no appreciable success has been
obtained except in restricted energy regions.? Because
of this failure to correlate the experimental facts by
means of potential models, the value of information
that may be obtained from a direct analysis of the data
has become increasingly important. The importance
derives both from the insight it provides for the con-
struction of particular models and from the possibility
of using the information in phenomenological treat-
ments of more complex problems.

A standard method of extracting information from
results of scattering experiments is to find sets of phase
shifts that reproduce the experimental data. This
approach, which has been valuable in the study of
plon-nucleon interactions,® has also been used in the
analysis of high-energy proton-proton experiments.* In
the hundred-Mev region these efforts have been
impaired, however, by limitations in the amount of
experimental data that was available. These limitations
imposed severe and unrealistic restrictions upon the
number of phase shifts that could be considered.? Now
that p-p triple-scattering experiments have been per-
formed the situation is considerably more favorable.

* This work was performed under the auspices of the U. S.
Atomic Energy Commission.
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Whereas previously the phase shifts were effectively
limited to S, P, and D waves,® it now is feasible to
include also the F, G, and H waves. Such an analysis has
been carried out with the aid of electronic computers,
principally the MANTAC located at Los Alamos. The
results are reported in this paper.

The discussion begins in Sec. 2 with an account of
the method by which the experimental data were
treated. In Sec. 3 a discussion of equations that
express the observed quantities in terms of phase shifts
is given. Section 4 contains a description of the
method by which solutions were found, and a discussion
of the extent to which the search for solutions can be
considered exhaustive. The accuracy to which the
phase shifts are determined is also discussed in this
section. The final section contains a discussion of the
results, and comments concerning their interpretation.

2. TREATMENT OF EXPERIMENTAL DATA

The general theoretical foundation of the analysis is
provided by the work of Wolfenstein,” and the experi-
mental details may be found in the accompanying ex-
perimental papers.®? The purpose of this section is to
discuss the manner in which these data were used.

The general policy in the treatment of the data was
to leave them in the form in which they were originally
provided by the experiments. In keeping with this
approach absolute values for the total cross section and
the 90° (c.m.) differential cross section were used as
input data, whereas at other angles the ratio of the
differential cross section, I, to its 90° value was used.
The observed polarization and triple-scattering param-
eters P, D, R, and 4 at particular scattering angles
were taken directly as input data, as opposed to
previous analyses* in which, for example, I,P rather
than P was used. Another way in which our treatment
differs is that the differential cross section and polariza-

¢ Thaler and Benston, Klein, and also Garren use S and P
phase shifts. Ohnuma and Feldman include !D and 3F, and Villi
and Clementel include these and also the 3P,—3F; mixing param-
eter. The inclusion of the 3Fs, without 3F; and 3Fy, can be justified
by arguing that the 3P;—3F, mixing causes the 3F, to behave
like a P wave at low energies. Recently the effects of I waves
and to some extent G and H waves has been investigated by Hull,
Ehrman, Hatcher, and Durand, Phys. Rev. 103, 1047 (1956).
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tion data are not first reduced to coefficients of a power
series expansion in cosf but the original measurements
at particular scattering angles are used directly. One
advantage of this is that, in general, better fits to the
original data are obtained. In addition, the analysis of
the errors in the phase shifts, arising from errors in the
experimental data, is simplified because all experimental
errors may be treated as independent.

The values of the experimental quantities are col-
lected in Table I. The experimental errors quoted there
contain both the statistical and estimated systematic
contributions. It will be noticed that four of the dif-
ferential cross-section points at small angles are marked
by asterisks. These data, obtained by Fischer and
Goldhaber,® extend into the region where Coulomb
effects and higher partial waves are expected to become
important and they were not used in the first part of
the search program, but were introduced only at a
later stage, as is discussed in Sec. 4. In addition the
three 4 measurements were also introduced at a later
stage, for this experiment had not yet been performed
when the analysis was begun.

It should be mentioned that the laboratory-system
energy of the p-p collision in the polarization and
triple-scattering experiments was about 310 Mev,
whereas the cross-section measurements were made at
the full beam energy of 340 Mev. In our analysis this
difference was completely ignored and the cross-section
data were treated as if the measurements has been
made at 310 Mev. This procedure is at least partially
justified by the observed insensitivity of the proton-
proton differential cross section to variations of energy
in this region.

3. BASIC EQUATIONS

The theory of polarization and triple-scattering ex-
periments for the two-nucleon system has been de-
veloped by Wolfenstein? and by Wolfenstein and
Ashkin.! In their treatment the scattering is described
by a matrix M, in spin space, defined by the equation

f:(09)=2 Mija;. (3.1)

The a; are the amplitudes of the various spin states in
the incident plane wave and the f:;(6,¢) are the scat-
tering amplitudes for these states. Summation signs
will be over repeated indices unless otherwise stated.
The matrix elements M ;; are functions of the center-
of-mass scattering angles (6,¢), and they completely
describe the scattering. Using the formalism of Wolfen-
stein and Ashkin, the quantities measured in the
polarization and triple-scattering experiments may be

0 D. Fischer and G. Goldhaber, Phys. Rev. 95, 1350 (1954).
These four data were selected from their more numerous data on
the basis of estimated systematic errors and consistency with the
independent measurements of Chamberlain, Pettengill, Segre, and
Wiegand, Phys. Rev. 95, 1348 (1954).

11 T,. Wolfenstein and J. Ashkin, Phys. Rev. 85, 947 (1952).
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TABLE I. The 36 experimental measurements used in this
analysis are recorded. The asterisk denotes the Fischer-Goldhaber
Coulomb interference data (see Sec. 2). The values predicted by
a representative solution are also shown for comparison.

Calculated
value

Designation® Experimental value (Solution 4)

Tiotal >20° 22.24 +0.70 mb 22.13 mb

14(90°) 3.72 +0.19 mb 3.72 mb
7(80.2°) 1.04540.039 1.005
r(71.4°) 0.971+0.032 1.004
r(64.0°) 0.95840.032 0.991
7(60.8°) 1.013+0.041 0.985
7(52.4°) 0.997+0.035 0.980
r(44.8°) 1.008+4-0.026 1.000
7(36.0°) 1.0744-0.040 1.042
r(31.9°) 1.03140.031 1.061
7(23.4°) 1.0984-0.033 1.083
*r(18.6°) 1.024-£0.078 1.072
*r(14.8°) 1.038-0.086 1.041
*r(11.3°) 0.9354-0.108 1.010
*r(9.1°) 1.078-£0.091 1.065
5(76.2°) 0.61340.108 0.527
5(63.9°) 0.63540.068 0.568
5(53.4°) 0.633+0.052 0.649
5(42.9°) 0.760+0.040 0.748
5(32.3°) 0.837+0.060 0.848
5(21.6°) 0.891+0.067 0.955
£(80.5°) 0.5284:-0.063 0.529
£(65.2°) 0.49740.048 0.475
£(52.0°) 0.46740.060 0.488
£(36.5°) 0.5444-0.081 0.574
£(25.8°) 0.70140.055 0.723
£(23.0°) 0.7554+0.079 0.779
%(80.1°) 0.752+0.114 0.579
1#(70.9°) 0.381+0.088 0.517
1(54.1°) 0.3224-0.058 0.251
%(41.8°) 0.111+0.076 0.060
%(34.4°) —0.1754-0.084 —0.004
1(22.3°) —0.330+0.142 —0.068
2(76.3°) 0.3824+0.078 0.386
2(51.4°) 0.0164-0.088 —0.004
2(25.4°) —1.5424-0.363 —1414

8 r(x)=Io(x)/10(90°); s(x)=P(x)/sinx cosx; t(x)=1—D(x); u(x)

=R(x)/cos(x/2); v(x)=A(x)/sin(x/2).

expressed in terms of the M ;;. These formulas are given
in Table II.12-14

The formulas for the observables in terms of phase
shifts may now be obtained by expressing the M ;; in
terms of the phase shifts. Since the phase shifts are
related to the S matrix elements, one needs the relation
between the S matrix and the M matrix. The S matrix
may be expressed as the sum of the unit matrix and the
R matrix, where the R matrix satisfies an equation
which in the Ismm, representation is

[ Usmms)=3" R(Ismms; U's'm/m.)g(l's'mi/my). (3.2)

12 The equations given in Table II were derived from the non-
relativistic formalism of Wolfenstein and Ashkin. The two Pauli
amplitudes appearing in this formalism may, however, be rein-
terpreted as the two amplitudes that appear in the relativistic
treatment of the problem. When triple-scattering experiments are
considered, some modifications of the nonrelativistic formulas are
introduced by this reinterpretation. For a discussion of this point
see Henry P. Stapp, Phys. Rev. 103, 425 (1956).

13 Henry P. Stapp, University of California Radiation Labora-
tory Report, UCRL-3098, August, 1955 (unpublished).

14 1,. Wolfenstein, in Annual Reviews of Nuclear Science (Annual
Reviews, Inc., Stanford), Vol. 6. We thank Professor Wolfenstein
for having made available to us the manuscript of this paper.
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TasBLE II. The expressions for the various experimental param-
eters as functions of the M matrix elements are given. The sub-
scripts 1, 0, —1, s on the matrix elements refer to the three triplet
states S;=+1, 0, —1 and to the singlet state respectively. The
z axis is taken along the incident beam direction. The 3/;; are
functions of the usual polar and azimuthal center-of-mass scat-
tering angles 8 and ¢. Since the left-hand sides of the above equa-
tions are independent of ¢, the expressions on the right have, for
simplicity, been evaluated at ¢=0. For a detailed derivation of
these equations see reference 13. The dependence of the polariza-
tion correlation parameters Cn, and Cgp upon the M matrix
elements are also included for completeness. A discussion of
these parameters may be found in references 13 and 14.

To=3|Mu |23 Moo|2 43| Mas| 245 | M1o|?
+3 | Mo |23 | M1 |?
IoP= (V2/4) Re[i(M 10— Mor) (Myu—Mi+Mo)*]
Io(1—D)=}Mu+Mi1—M.,.|?
F i Mu—Mi—Moo|*+3 | Mio+Mo |?

IDR \/7Mm
=3} Re[ (Moo+(C050— 1) )(M”+M1_1+Mu)*
cos(6/2) sinf
\/7}{10 leMQ]
+( +—"“)Mu:* }
sinf sinf
I,A V2ZM 1o
——=—} Re{ (JIoo-f- (cost+1) «)
sin(6/2) sinf

X (Mu+Mi+M.)*
<V7M10 VMo

)(M11+-M1-1)*}
sinf sing
ICxp={|Mu|?— | M10|2}/2 sind

Io(l"‘Cnn)=%([Mul2+ lMll""Ml—lI,)‘

Here f'(Ismgn.) and g(lsmpn,) are defined by the fol-
lowing equations:1%:16

Yine(f.p,r)~—r13 exp[—i(kr—3inl)]
X g(Ismmms) Y (0,4)xs™,
Y= (0,0,r) 1> exp[+i(kr—inl)]
X f'(Usmm) V™1 (0,¢)x,™. (3.3)

The f'(lsmmn,) in these equations are connected tothe
fi(6,¢) appearing in Eq. (3.1). The latter are defined by
the equation

Y (0,,r)~r" exp(ikr) fm (0,0)x.™, (3.4)

where the fi(6,¢) in the singlet-triplet representation
have been written f,™s(8,¢). From the definitions in
Egs. (3.1) to (3.4) and the familiar expansions of the
incident plane wave into spherical harmonics,!® one
obtains the relation®

M ;;(0,0) =Msm., sme(6,0)
=3 Y™ (6,6)M (Ismpm,; s'my’), (3.5)

15 The symbol =< represents equality in the limit r—c. The
yine(9,¢,7) is the asymptotic incoming part of the wave function
and y=<(0,¢,r) is the asymptotic scattered wave. The Y™ (,¢)
are the spherical harmonics as defined by Blatt and Weisskopf
(see reference 16) and x,™ is the spin-state basis vector. The range
of the potential is assumed finite; Coulomb effects will be included
later.

16 J. Blatt and V. Weisskopf, Tkeoretical Nuclear Physics (John
Wiley and Sons, Inc., New York, 1952).
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where

M (Ismmms; s'ms’)
= (ik)! exp[— 21wl ] > R(Ismpn,; 's'Om ")
Xexp[Lirl Tr2/+1) T (3.6)

The most convenient phase shifts are those related to
the R matrix elements in the Isjm; representation.
These matrix elements are related to the matrix elements
appearing in Eq. (3.6) by means of the Clebsch-Gordan
coefficients'® Ci,(jm;; mmms) according to the equation

R(smyns; Vs'mi'ms')=3"" C1s(jm;; mums)

XR(sjm;; Vs' j'mi)Cro (f'my's mims'), (3.7)

where the prime on the summation symbol indicates
no sum on /, s, I/, and s’. The convenience of the [, s, 7,
m; representation derives from the fact that the total
momentum j, its z component #;, and the spin angular
momentum s are constants of the motion,'” and the R
matrix therefore contains no off-diagonal elements in
these indices. Furthermore the invariance of R with
respect to spatial rotations implies that the R matrix
elements are independent of #;. The nonzero R matrix
elements R(Isjm;; Vs’ j’'m;) may therefore be abbre-
viated as
R(I0lm ;; l0lm ;) =R,,

R(W jm;; 11 jm;) = Ry;,
R(]ily 1, j: m;j; ].I:Fly 1, jy mi) E-R:!:J.':-Ri;

(3.8)

where the equality of R.7 and R_7 is a consequence of
the symmetry of the S matrix. Using some properties of
the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients Egs. (3.6) to (3.8)
combine to give

M (1000,00) = (ik)"[r (2i+1) 'Ry,

M1, md —ms, my; 1, my)

1+1
= (i) X [w Q1) JCu(f, ms's me'—mq, mo)
j=1-1

=]

XCn(f, md;0m)Rij— 2 [x(2'+1)7

7=1£1>1

Xcll(j, 7}13,; 7n8’—m8: ms)cl’l(jymsl; Om,’)Rf}, (39)

where I’ =2j—1=142= j41. The M (Ismm,s'm") that
are not of the forms given in Eq. (3.9) are identically
Zero.

The matrix elements given in Eq. (3.9) refer specifi-
cally to the case of two distinguishable nucleons. When
the nucleons are identical the antisymmetrized M
matrix, M= (1—TS)M, should be used in place of M.?
Here T and S are the spin- and space-exchange opera-
tors. This replacement takes into account the antisym-
metry of the wave function and also the fact that the

17 The spin is constant in the p-p system because of conser-
vation of parity and the antisymmetry of the wave function. For
the n-p system it will be constant if isotopic spin is conserved,
which is assumed here.
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particles are indistinguishable. Explicit formulas for the
M matrix elements may be obtained by evaluating the
Clebsch-Gordan coefficients in Eq. (3.9). These for-
mulas, specialized to the proton-proton system, are
given in Table III. The Coulomb effects are also
included there.

The Coulomb part of the interaction has been treated
in the nonrelativistic approximation. In this approxi-
mation the equations above continue to be valid
provided the quantity (k) appearing in Egs. (3.3) and
(3.4) is replaced by (kr—mnln2kr). Here n=¢*/hv
=(1378)71, where § is the laboratory velocity of the
incident proton divided by the velocity of light. The S
matrix defined in this way gives the scattering due to
the combined nuclear and Coulomb effects, and in the
limit of no nuclear potential it becomes the pure
Coulomb-scattering matrix S.=R.41.

Owing to the singular nature of the Coulomb con-
tributions, it is convenient to express the R matrix in
the form

R=5—-1
=(§=S)+(S.—1)
=a+R..

(3.10)

The matrix a=S5—.5, may presumably be analyzed in
terms of partial waves, since S differs from S, only by
nuclear effects, and these are expected to vanish for
large I. The contribution of R,, on the other hand, is not
analyzed into partial waves but is treated exactly and
contributes the Coulomb scattering amplitude,

—n

- 3.11
k(1—cosb) G.11)

fe®)= {exp[—in In3 (1—cosf) ]}

The expressions for the M ;; that are given in Table III
are functions of f¢(#) and the matrix elements of a.

The matrix elements of a can be expressed in terms
of phase shifts. Owing to the unitarity condition the
diagonal elements S;=R;+1 and Si;;=R;;+1 for =
are pure phase factors. Consequently the corresponding
matrix elements of @ may be expressed

= it — g2i%1

;= e?i&[,‘_eZidn

(3.12)
for I=7j,
where

l
®;=n;—no=2_ arctan(n/x). (3.13)

z=1

The matrix elements of o between the states with
I= 741 may be expressed, following Blatt and Bieden-
harn,'® by

@41, j= COS%e;62 i1 i4-sin2e %1 — g2i%i (3.14)
3.14

al=} sin2e;(e2itimi— 2iisn).

18 J. M. Blatt and L. C. Biedenharn, Phys. Rev. 86, 399 (1952)
and Revs. Modern Phys. 24, 258 (1952).
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TaBrLE III. The antisymmetrized M matrix elements for the
p-p system are expressed as functions of the Coulomb scattering
amplitude fc(f) and the matrix elements of «. The amplitude
fc(6) is defined in Eq. (3.11), and the expressions for the matrix
elements of a in terms of phase shifts are given in Egs. (3.12)
through (3.15). The a;; for <0 and the o for <0 are defined
to be zero. The P;™(f) are the associated Legendre polynomials,
p=rk is the center-of-mass momentum.

2+1
Mo (0,0) =fc(0)+fc(r—0)+2 (i/(?)"e ?nl P1(6) (—7~>¢!1,

Mu(0,¢) =fc®) — fe(r—0)+2(k) Z Pi(6)

oddl

+2 2041 1—1
X (——)az. 1+1+( )az. H—(—)at. -1
4 4 4

AL (42 Fatt -3 <z—1>z]aar~n},
Mo (0,0) =fc(0) —fo(r—0)+2(ik) Z P1(6)

odd!

41 !
% { (T)‘”’ ’+‘+(5)a,, 1 F AL+ (42) Pats

HIE-D O P! } )

V2 /142
Mo (6,0) =2(ik) e 2 Pl’(”)’——(—)ah 141
oddl 4 \I+1
2141 v2/l—1
)
10+1) 4 !
\f2 142 V2 /I—1\}
R i
(z+1) 4( ! ) ]
V2 V2
M;o(0,¢)=2(1:k)_‘8_"¢ b Pll(o)l<—>a1_1+1—(—)a1'1_1
odd! 4 4
V2 /142\* V2 /1—1\}
+ att——{ —~ Y gl
(l-’r-l) 4( ! ) }
1
M1 (0,0) =2(ik) 12 E Pﬁ(@[( ) 141
4(04+1)
2141 1
—(——) H—(—)az, -1
41(1+1) 4]
'—%[(H'l)(l+2)]_’01'+1"%[(l-l)l]—’a'_'}

M_i, (0:¢>=M11(0: _4’):
M_1(6,6)=M1.(6, —9¢),

ay, -1

Mo(6,9)=—Mo1(0, —9),
Mi1o(0,) = —M_10(6, —¢).

An alternative expression for these matrix elements,
which is useful in the analysis of Coulomb contributions

and the interpretation of the results, is
ajy1, 7= c052¢; exp (246,41, ;) —exp(2i®,41), 15)
=1 sin2£,- exp[i(SHl, j+5j_1, J)]

The phase shifts appearing in this second definition, Eq.
(3.15), will be called bar phase shifts in distinction to
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the Blatt and Biedenharn (BB) phase shifts defined by
Eq. (3.14). The bar phase shifts for the states that do
not involve mixing are the same as the BB phase shifts
defined in Eq. (3.12).

The phase shifts defined by Egs. (3.13) to (3.15)
include both Coulomb and nuclear contributions. If
there were no nuclear effects these phase shifts would
become just the pure Coulomb phase shifts ;. When
both nuclear and Coulomb forces are present, it is
useful for some purposes to remove the Coulomb con-
tributions from the phase shifts and consider only the
nuclear part. Such a separation is possible, however,
only if special assumptions are used. If, for instance,
the Coulomb force can be assumed to act only outside
the region about the origin in which the nuclear effects
occur, and if the WKB approximation is valid in this
outside region, then the bar phase shifts that would be
obtained if the Coulomb potential were removed
(leaving the nuclear potential unchanged) are given by
the equations

51‘\'551—‘1%

61]"\ =04;;—,, éV=e

(3.16)

The phase shifts §¥ and & defined by these equations
will be called the nuclear bar phase shifts. The equations
for the nuclear Blatt and Biedenharn phase shifts
derived from the same set of assumptions are consider-
ably more complicated than Egs. (3.16). They may
be derived from Eq. (3.16), and the equations that
relate the BB phase shifts to the bar phase shifts. These
relations are given in the appendix, where it is also
shown that for weak potentials the bar phase shifts are
proportional to the matrix elements of the potential.
Consequently they become small in the limit of weak
potentials, and will—for special types of potentials—
obey corresponding interval rules. These properties are
not shared by the BB parameters. For convenience
both the nuclear bar phase shifts and the original (non-
nuclear) BB phase shifts are reported in the table of
results.

One point concerning the relativistic Coulomb con-
tributions should be mentioned. As stated above, the
treatment of the Coulomb effects is nonrelativistic.
However, the relativistic corrections are not completely
neglected. Although the exact relativistic form of the
Coulomb interaction is not known, Garren? has calcu-
lated the lowest-order field-theoretical relativistic cor-
rections and finds that they do not contain the singular
factor (1—cosf)! which characterizes the nonrela-
tivistic term. If the relativistic effects are indeed non-
singular they need not be separated for special treat-
ment, as was the nonrelativistic term, but may be
combined with the nuclear effects in the term that is
expanded in partial waves. The nuclear phase shifts
would then contain not only nuclear effects, and the
remnants of the nonrelativistic Coulomb effects that
arise from the approximations made when the Coulomb
contributions were subtracted, but also the contribu-
tions from the relativistic Coulomb corrections.
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4. SEARCH PROGRAM

The formulas collected in Tables IT and III allow the
various observables to be expressed in terms of the
phase shifts. These functions will be denoted by v.(8),
where » denotes the particular observable. The corre-
sponding experimental values will be denoted by y,.
Following the method used by Fermi,? a search was
made for phase shifts which minimized the expression

n 0)— n 2

o1 ()= Z(w_y) ,
n €n

where ¢, is the experimental error in the measurement
of y,. The procedures were quite similar to those used
by Fermi. Both the grid method (in which only one
phase shift is changed at a time) and the gradient
method® were used. The gradient method was replaced
in the later stages by a new search method devised by
Davidon.”® The search program consists of taking a
large number of random sets of phase shifts and using
various combinations of the above searching procedures
to obtain from each random set of phase shifts a cor-
responding solution. These solutions are sets of phase
shifts such that an increment of 4 (1/64)° in any phase
shift gives a larger value of 9(8).

The work was divided into three stages. In the first
stage the results of the 4 experiments and the Coulomb
interference measurements were not included in the
data, and the theoretical forms included neither
Coulomb effects nor the contributions of G and H
waves. The number of random starting sets of phase
shifts used in this stage was 360. The corresponding
solutions were grouped into 34 tight clusters whose
members were the same in all phase shifts to within
approximately 0.2°. The various clusters evidently cor-
respond to different relative minima. Of the 34 minima
all but two were obtained three or more times. Of the
two, one was obtained twice and the other only once.
The A4 data, which were not available at the beginning
of the analysis, were then incorporated and the 34
minima were used as the starting points for the second
phase of the search program. Two independent search
procedures (grid and Davidon) were used independently
to obtain solutions from the 34 starting points. The
solutions obtained from a particular starting point by
means of the two procedures were not the same in all
cases, but from each procedure alone we obtained from
the 34 starting points just 19 different final solutions,
and these 19 solutions were the same for the two pro-
cedures. Each of these 19 solutions was obtained from
at least five of the original 360 random starting points
(even if only the grid search or only the Davidon search
from the 34 intermediate minima is considered). Of
these 19 solutions the best seven are significantly
superior to the remaining twelve. The search was there-

¥ William C. Davidon, Bull. Am. Phys. Soc. Ser. II, 1, 51
(1956).
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TABLE IV. The eight best solutions obtained after the introduction of the Coulomb effects, the G and H wave contributions, and the
Fischer-Goldhaber Coulomb interference data. The values of 25 are recorded. The column headed “BB” are the Blatt and Biedenharn
phase shifts defined by Egs. (3.10) through (3.14) of the text. They are the total phase shifts and include both Coulomb and nuclear
effects. In the absence of nuclear forces they reduce to the Coulomb phase shifts ®;. In the column headed ‘“Nuclear bar” are the values
of twice the nuclear bar phase shifts defined in Egs. (3.15) and (3.16). In the absence of nuclear forces these phase shifts reduce to zero.

Solution 1 (MM =17.9) Solution 2 (9N =21.7)

Solution 3 (I =23.8) Solution 4 (M =24.5)

Type Nuclear bar BB Nuclear bar BB Nuclear bar BB Nuclear bar BB

1So —20.2+£5.0° —20.2%5.0° —39.0£3.9° —39.0+3.9° —21.94+£49° —21.9449° —53.94+£39° —53.913.9°

1D, 25.7+£1.4° 27.6+1.4° 8.7£1.2° 10.6+1.2° 26.6+£1.5° 28.54+1.5° 9.74£1.2° 11.6+1.2°

1G4 2.0° 4.6° 2.6° 5.2° 2.2° 4.8° 2.1° 4.7°

3Py —28.6+4.3° —27.444.3° —7214+£38° —70.843.8° —8.1427° —69+2.7° —50.743.8° —49.4+3.8°

3P, —53.3£2.6° —52.042.6° —2344+20° —22.242.0° —39.54+1.6° —38.241.6° —14.542.0° —13.242.0°

3F; —88+£2.1° —6.5x2.1° 0.5+0.7° 2.84+0.7° —5.141.1° —2841.1° 3.140.7° 5.440.7°

3H 0.2° 3.0° —-2.7° 0.1° 1.8° 4.7° —1.7° 1.2°

3Hg 2.6° 5.5° 2.7° 5.5° —-1.2° 1.7° —1.6° 1.3°

3Py 32.241.9° 33.6+1.9° 37.6£2.1° 46.3+1.5° 45.141.2° 46.741.3° 46.242.1° 51.5£1.5°

3F, 1.642.0° 3.8+2.0° —1.0+£2.3° —6.0+:1.8° —4.0+1.1° —2.0+1.1° —2.7423° —45+418°

€ —1941.1° —7.544.1° —18.6x£1.7° —46.243.1° 3.5+0.8° 8.6£2.0° —15.0£1.3° —33.4=%3.1°

3F, 6.3+£1.0° 9.9+1.0° 5.0£1.5° 10.2+1.5° 1.0+£0.9° 42+09° 5.2+1.5° 8.0+1.5°

SH, 2.9° 4.5° 4.2° 4.2° —2.2° —0.2° —14° 1.0°

€ —-2.3° —57.5° -3.0° —87.5° —1.8° —53.5° —1.8° —-31.1°
Solution § (N =34.2) Solution 6 (I =34.6) Solution 7 (N =41.3) Solution 8 (I =52.3)

Type Nuclear bar BB Nuclear bar BB Nuclear bar BB Nuclear bar BB

1So 94.443.7° 94.44:3.7° —0.54+4.6° —0.5+4.6° 23.7+4.1° 23.7+4.1° 57.2+5.1° 57.245.1°

1D, 1.840.9° 3.60.9° 25.7+£1.2° 27.7+£1.2° —0.6+2.4° 1.241.7° 9.5+£1.6° 11.441.6°

1G, 5.8° 8.4° —-2.1° 0.6° 3.1° 5.8° —0.6° 2.0°

3P, 75.043.7° 76.2£3.7° —129.44-3.8° —128.2+3.8° 7.444.6° 8.744.6° 134.04£6.7° 135.246.7°

3P, 9.94+1.8° 11.241.8° —~268+18° —255+1.8° 71.0£1.9° 72.3+1.9° 18.942.2° 20.142.2°

3F; —7.5415° —5.241.5° 6.14+£2.2° 8.4+2.2° —11.5+1.7° —9.1414° —1494+1.5° —12.6+1.5°

3Hs —0.9° 2.0° —-3.9° —-1.0° —1.1° 1.8° 0.5° 3.4°

3H, 1.2° 4.0° 0.6° 3.5° 1.2° 4.1° 1.0° 3.9°

3P, 13.441.0° 15.6+0.7° 16.341.0° 17.541.0° 8.0+0.7° 9.24+0.7° 43+1.1° 5.6+1.1°

3F, —29.84+£2.0° —28.5%+2.1° —4.2414° —1.94+1.3° —260£1.7° —23.7£1.7° —17.5+£1.5° —15.3%1.5°

€ 6.71+0.6° 18.1+3.8° —0.4+1.2° —2.146.2° —09+14° —3.1+49° —1.04+1.6° —5.6%7.1°

3F, 2.840.5° 8.7+0.5° 6.5+0.5° 10.84:0.5° 3.240.5° 7.3+0.5° 4.540.5° 7.3+£0.5°

3H, 2.3° 1.5° 44° 5.4° 0.0° 1.2° 1.6° 4.0°

€ —3.6° —90.8° 2.6° 73.8° —2.7° —64.3° —1.2° —46.9°

fore continued until these seven had been obtained five
additional times from new random points, the 4 data
now being included. All the solutions obtained from the
60 new random points were included among the 19
solutions previously found.

For the third and final stage of the search program,
the Coulomb effects and the contribution of G and H
waves were introduced into the theoretical forms and
the data were augmented by including measurements
for which § was less than 20°. For these angles the
Coulomb effects and higher partial waves would be
expected to become important. The work was shifted
from the MANTAC to the IBM 704 to accommodate the
increased complexity of the problem. No large-scale
search was attempted. The 19 MANIAC solutions,
suitably adjusted to account for the inclusion of
Coulomb effects, were used as starting points for both
the grid and the Davidon search procedures. The two
procedures led to the same final solutions in all but
four cases. Except in these four cases the final solution
did not differ significantly from the corresponding
starting points, the differences being of the order of 3°
or less in all phase shifts. From the seven best MANTAC
solutions eight final solutions were obtained (in one
case the grid and Davidon procedures led to different

solutions). These eight solutions, which are significantly
better than the other solutions obtained, are recorded
in Table IV. The errors quoted in the results were
derived from the error matrix. The treatment of errors
is the same as was used by Anderson, Davidon, Glicks-
man, and Kruse® and the method is adequately
described in their paper. The error matrices were com-
puted for the MANIAC solutions and have not been
recalculated for the final “704” solutions. For this
reason errors for the G and H phase shifts are not given.

5. DISCUSSION

The comparison of the values of the experimental
quantities predicted by the five best solutions to the
measured values are shown in Figs. 1 through 5. Except
for the two small-angle points in the R experiment, the
fit of all these solutions is good.

The solutions may also be evaluated by comparing the
values of 9 with the value expected from statistical
considerations. If the true phase shifts for partial waves
higher than H waves were really zero, and if the errors
are statistical, then the most probable value of 91
at that relative minimum which lies in the neighborhood

20 Anderson, Davidon, Glicksman, and Kruse, Phys. Rev. 100,
279 (1955).
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Fic. 1. Differential scattering cross section as a function of
center-of-mass scattering angle, 6, as predicted by phase shift
solution 3. Nearly identical curves are obtained for solutions 1,
2, 4, and 6. Experimental values are shown for comparison.

of the true solution is the difference between the number
of observables and the number of phase shifts. This is
36— 14=22. There is a 909, chance that 9 will be
larger than ~14 and smaller than ~34. The probability
that 9M>34 is ~59%, and the probability that it is
greater than 40 is ~19,. The values of 9 for the
solutions listed are given in Table IV. The four best
solutions are seen to have 9N in the range 17 <9 <24,
and the four fair solutions have 91 in the range 34 <9
<53. The solutions not listed have 91> 62.

It is natural to see to what extent the phase shifts
corresponding to the same / value obey the interval
rules for L-S and the tensor forces. If the potential
were due to a sum of central and L-S forces, then in
the Born approximation we would have
610—511
=

011— 012

532— 533

Il

e

5.1)

=%) P3=" -
633—634
Only Solutions 2 and 4 satisfy these relations even

approximately. Solution 4 gives p;=0.6040.08 and
p3=0.7040.32, in close agreement with the interval
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Fic. 2. Plot of P/sind cosd vs 6 for solutions 1, 2, 3, 4, and 6.
Experimental values are shown for comparison.
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FiG. 3. Plot of D vs 6 for solutions 1, 2, 3, 4, and 6. Experimental
values are shown for comparison.

rule; and Solution 2 gives p;=0.803-0.08 and p3=0.33
#+0.53 in fair agreement. However, the mixing param-
eters, which would be zero if only central and L-S
forces were present, are rather large in the j=2 states
for both Solutions 2 and 4. A large mixing parameter
would indicate the presence of a tensor force. The
interval rules that would obtain if only tensor and
central forces were present are

p1=—5/2, ps=—27/20, (5.2)

but neither of these relations is satisfied even approxi-
mately by any of the solutions.

The failure of the simple interval rules seems to
indicate that either the spin-dependent forces must
contain important contributions of more than one type
or that the forces are sufficiently strong to invalidate
the Born approximation results even in sign and order
of magnitude. The latter possibility is being studied by
Gammel and Thaler, who are investigating the possi-
bility that the tensor force is strong enough to cause
the 3P, phase shift to change sign. The 310-Mev data
can be satisfactorily explained in this way, but it is
not known whether an energy- and charge-independent
potential can be found.

a0

809 (df’g) 120 160

F16. 4. Plot of R vs 6 for solutions 1, 2, 3, 4, and 6. Experimental
values are shown for comparison.
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Fi16. 5. Plot of 4 vs 8 for solutions 1, 2, 3, 4, and 6. Experimental
values are shown for comparison.

Additional restrictions on the p-p phase shifts may
be obtained from a study of the reaction p+4p — v+d.2
The analysis of this reaction, which is given in reference
8, shows Solutions 5, 7, and 8 to be unsatisfactory. The
remaining five solutions are therefore preferred. There
are several characteristics common to the five good
solutions. All have negative 1S, phase shifts and positive
D, and !G4 phase shifts. This suggests that in the
singlet state there is a repulsive hard core surrounded
by an attractive potential. In the triplet states the 3P
and 3P; phase shifts are negative, whereas the *P, phase
shifts are large and positive. This suggests that L-S
forces are more important than the tensor forces unless
the tensor forces are very strong. Indeed it had been
concluded previously by Gammel and Thaler, on the
basis of an extensive machine analysis of the solutions
reported in an earlier (unpublished) version of the
present work, that combinations of central and tensor
forces alone could not produce any of the reported
sets of phase shifts unless potentials strong enough to
produce resonances were used. Similar conclusions have
also been reached by Wolfenstein?? from a direct analysis
of the experiments near 90°.

The present analysis has been restricted to the
Berkeley p-p experiments near 300 Mev. It is to be
expected that the extension to lower energies and, with
the assumption of charge independence, to the #n-p
system would provide a means of selecting from among
the solutions that have been obtained. The use of dis-
persion relations to select from among the possible
solutions—a method which has been very useful in the
case of pion-nucleon phase shifts—has not been possible
because the extension of dispersion relations to p-p
interactions has, as yet, not been achieved.
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APPENDIX. SUBTRACTION OF COULOMB EFFECTS

For those partial waves in which the angular mo-
mentum is a constant, nuclear phase shifts may be
defined by

N =86,—®,,

6[1N=611_¢1, (A.l)

where the ®; are defined in Eq. (3.13). Under the con-
dition that the Coulomb interaction can be considered
confined to a region outside the nuclear region and that
the WKB approximation is valid in this outside region,
the 67 defined by Eq. (A.1) are the phase shifts that
would be obtained from the pure nuclear interaction
alone. The same result may also be obtained for the
case where mixing occurs if the nuclear phase shifts
are defined in terms of a nuclear .S matrix Sy, which is
related to the S matrix by the matrix equation

Sy=_[exp(—1®)]S[exp(—i®)],

where @ is the diagonal matrix whose elements are &;.
The nuclear .S matrix, Sy, may be expressed in terms
of nuclear phase shifts by means of the same equations
as were used to express the S matrix in terms of the
original (total) phase shifts. By using Eq. (A.2) the
relations between the nuclear and total phase shifts
may then be derived. The expressions for the Blatt
and Biedenharn nuclear phase shifts in terms of the
Blatt and Biedenharn total phase shifts are quite
complicated for those phase shifts which involve mixing.
An alternative method of defining phase shifts in the
coupled case is to write the S matrix in the form

(A.2)

S= (expié) (exp2ie) (expis), (A.3)

where § is the diagonal matrix with elements 3, and
€ is a symmetric matrix with zeros on the diagonal. For
the two-by-two case this gives

) (exp(igj_l, P) 0 ) ( cos2é; 1 sinZEj)
’ 0 exp(i8;31,;)/ \isin2e; cos2e,
exp (6851, ;)
X - ) (A4)
0 exp(26;41,1)

The conversion between nuclear phase shifts and total
phase shifts is simple when the bar phase shifts are
used. One finds

iV =841 j—Pju1, N=¢, (A.5)
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To obtain the nuclear Blatt and Biedenharn phase
shifts, one may use Egs. (A.5) together with the equa-
tions connecting the Blatt and Biedenharn phase shifts
to the barred phase shifts. These equations are:

841, i0m1, 7= 8541, 74 051, 5,
sin (81, j— 641, ;) = tan2&;/tan2e;,

(A.6)
sin(8;_1, j— 041, ;) = sin2é&;/sin2e;.

The mixing parameter &; has a simple interpretation. It
gives the proportions into which an incoming beam in
one channel (partial wave) divides between the two
outgoing channels. It measures therefore the degree to
which [ is not conserved. Equations (A.6) show that e;
does not give a good indication of the degree to which /
is conserved, since it becomes large when the phase
shifts 8;; become small in comparison to & Furthermore,
the parameter ¢; depends upon the phases of the basis
vectors in terms of which the S matrix is defined.”® Its
value is, therefore, a reflection more of the mathe-
matical conventions than of the actual physics.

Another set of parameters that have been used to
describe the scattering in the coupled states are the
real parameters xji1; ¥j defined by writing the
asymptotic forms of two independent solutions to the
coupled equations in the form?

iy, j(N)=F ;1 (r)+ajo1, ,Gia(r),
i1, ()Y G (r),
i1, i (r)~=2y,Ga(r),
s, i (N2F j31(r)+2541, G (7). (A7)
Here »1F,(r) and »"'G;(r) are the regular and irregular
solutions of the Coulomb radial partial-wave equations'é

and the r—u;;(r) are the radial wave functions in the /;
channel. The fact that y; is the same for the two solu-

% J, L. McHale and R. L. Thaler, Phys. Rev. 98, 273 (1955).
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tions is a consequence of the Wronskian condition. A
chief advantage of these parameters is that in the Born
approximation they have the simple forms?*

wja1,=— (jx1, /| V]j=£1, 7),
yi=—0—1,7V]j+1, j)
=—(+1,71VIj—1,7), (A8)
where V is the potential in units of the center-of-mass

energy of the system. The matrix elements are defined
as

UV = f d(kr) f AP ()Y 2 (68)V
' XY e (08)Fu (). (A9)

They are independent of m; if V is invariant under
rotations. These parameters are related to the Blatt
and Biedenharn phases shifts by the equations?

¥ j71= cos’e tand jvy, ;4 sin’e tand;, 1, j,

y;=1 sin2e(tand;_;—tand;yq). (A.10)
The reciprocal equations are
tan2e;=2y;/ (¥j1, j—%j+1,5),
tand iy, = 2{o;—1 j+ 511, 5
FL@jor =21, 2y)* 1} (A1D)

For small phases shifts, where the sines and tangents
of 8,11, ; may be replaced by their arguments, one finds
from a comparison of Egs. (A.6) and (A.11) the cor-
respondence

(A.12)

The barred phase shifts, like the x and v, are therefore
proportional to the matrix elements for weak inter-
actions.

Vi €y X1, i Ojx1, ;-

2 Roy Thaler (private communication).
25 John Gammel (private communication).



