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The effect of nuclear forces, or the effect of the quasi-deuteron model, is discussed for the integrated cross
section and the bremsstrahlung weighted cross section. The nuclear force is assumed to be of partly
Majorana exchange character. Only the central force is considered. The two-body potential is a Gaussian
type without a hard core, the parameters of which are taken from the effective range theory. The calculations
are performed by first-order perturbation theory and the results are that the integrated cross section is
increased by about ten percent and the bremsstrahlung weighted cross section is decreased by a few percent.
Therefore the independent-particle model can be regarded as a good approximation for photonuclear reac-

tions.

I. INTRODUCTION

S is true also in other nuclear reactions or in
nuclear structure, the independent-particle model
(hereafter referred to as IPM) is now known to be
successful for photonuclear reactions. Especially in the
sum rule calculations, in which knowledge of the wave
functions of the nuclear excited states is not necessary,
the results of the IPM are in fairly good agreement with
experiment.’=® On the other hand, it is also well known
that the strong correlation between nucleons due to
nuclear forces plays an important role in high-energy
photonuclear reactions, and if we assume a deuteron-
like subunit inside the nucleus, we can explain the
high-energy phenomena.®#® This we call the quasi-
deuteron model.

These two facts seem to contradict each other, and
few calculations have ever been done to explain this
discrepancy. Levinger calculated the effect of the
quasi-deuteron model on the bremsstrahlung-weighted
cross section (hereafter denoted as o3) and found that
oy decreased by about ten percent, although the exact
value depended on the parameters.® Brueckner calculated
this for the integrated cross section (hereafter denoted
as oing) and found that ¢y, was increased.!

We shall calculate this effect in detail both for o4
and for ¢i.. We expand the wave function by pertur-
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bation theory taking into account the two-body inter-
action. The two-body potential is assumed to be of
partly Majorana exchange character. Only the central
force is considered, and the radial dependence is of
Gaussian type without a hard core. The parameters are
taken from the effective-range theory.

In Sec. II, ot is found to increase by about ten
percent. The dependence of the above results on the
values of the parameters is investigated and it is found
that the above result is roughly independent of the
choice of the parameters, as long as they are within the
reasonable range. In Sec. III, ¢4 is evaluated by two
independent approximations. The results of the two
approximations agree with each other that ¢; is de-
creased by a few percent. This is not inconsistent with
Levinger’s preliminary results. The effect of the
Coulomb force is also estimated. For o this is exactly
zero because only neutron-proton pairs affect the value
of oint. For os this effect is not exactly zero, but is found
to be negligible. The effect of the hard core is neglected
in our calculation. It may not be negligible for oint,
but is probably negligible for ¢;. Therefore our calcu-
lation shows that the IPM is a fairly good approxi-
mation for photonuclear reactions.

II. CALCULATION OF THE INTEGRATED
CROSS SECTION

According to the sum rule, oin is given by!

Cing= j adW
= 27!'262 (ﬁ2/M6) Zn fOn, (1)
where fo, is the oscillator strength defined as follows!:
2M (E,— Eo) 2
=" " f‘ﬁﬂ* Z Z]c!ﬁndT ) (2)
k

where 2 is the component of the displacement of the
kth nucleon along the direction of photon polarization.
The summed oscillator strength, >, fo., is given by
Levinger and Bethe! (hereafter abbreviated as LB).
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CROSS SECTIONS OF PHOTONUCLEAR REACTIONS

where x is the fraction of the Majorana exchange
force, 7 and j refer to a proton and a neutron, respec-
tively, 7,; is the distance between them, V is the two-
body potential for a proton 7 and a neutron 7, and P;
is the Majorana exchange operator for them.

LB! took a plane wave as a wave function and found

oint=154(14-0.8x) Mev-mb. Y]

Here we assume N=Z=A/2. The first and second
terms inside the bracket correspond to the first and
second terms of Eq. (3). The coefficient of «x, which we
shall call C, is somewhat different for different models.?

In this paper we expand the wave function by per-
turbation theory:

( H)On
5& \[/0+Z ny (5)
0 Lin
Vo= (1/@)e wigi =, (s
o= (1) e (5")

where V; is the potential between the proton ¢ and
the neutron j and the relation between V;; and V will
be given later by Eq. (12). @ is the volume of nor-
malization defined by

Q= (4n/3)riA. (6)

ki, k;, k/ and k; are wave numbers of the proton ¢ and
the neutron j. They must satisfy the following relation
of momentum conservation:

ki+k;=k/+k/. (7
Then Eq. (3) becomes

NZ M
2 fon=———x2 > | ¥ i VP ihudr
n A Ky

(Vii)on
—i————x Z Z rii?V 2
3n2 i g n En—Eq

X Wu*Pighot¥o* Pipln)dr+OL (Vij)owt].  (8)

For convenience of later discussion we reverse the
order of Ey and E, in the third term. We introduce the
following quantities:

q=k—k/=k/—k,, ©
d=k/—k,=k;,—k/; )

Un P igho=yo* P i =02 7, (10)

The first and second terms of Eq. (8) were calculated
by LB! and correspond to the IPM value. We neglect
the last term and take only the third term as a cor-
rection due to the quasi-deuteron effect.

(Vii)on
E,—E,
Xeie 'r”d:"?’ij.

then

Azm-x——f LI L
(11)
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The relation between V and V,; is given by

Vii=VL(A—2)+xP], (12)
then (Vi)on is given by
(Vij)OnZé[(l“x)F(Q)—I“xF(q’)]y (13)
where F(q) is defined by
Fq)= f " Vi, (14)
6

We use the following approximation for the energy:
E=nk*/2M*
= (1/p) (W*k*/2M), (15)
where M* is the effective mass of the nucleon and
p=M*/M, which will be determined later.

The summations with respect to ¢ and j correspond
to those with respect to k; and k; and the summation
with respect to # corresponds to k;/ and k;/, but can
be reduced to k, only, because of Eq. (7). Then Eq.
(11) becomes

4 M*1 oo

AZ n P”“__
fo pevarey §

(1—=x)F(@)+=F(q)
w1k k{4k 2 —k2—k?
X eiq '”jrijQVdshj. (16)

The term involving F(q) is difficult to evaluate, but
we expect that the integral involving F(q)e’d* is
smaller than that involving F(q")e?? '* because of the
interference between q and q'. Therefore, as an upper
limit, we replace F(q) by F(q').

> aMr1 o F(q)eis ni
A n= x--——
fon=p 3 B Q 5 ¢ k/*+k/?—k2—k?

Xl',;]'2Vd31’ij. (17)
The summation with respect to k. is again replaced by

q' using Eq. (9").
The energy denominator of Eq. (17) can be written as

k2+k/ 2=k —k?=2q¢'(¢'+ki—k;).  (18)

The summations can be transformed into integrals
as follows:

(19)

Here the factor 2 comes from spin. However, this
factor is not necessary for q’, because once we specify
the spins of ¢ and 7, they remain unchanged in the
excited states. Then Eq. (17) becomes

S M?* Q ®
f 7’1']'2Vd3hjfd3ki
3t (2m)°

A Z fOn pxX———
® F(q')eiq'”i
X f a3k, f dg——————— (20)
0 q-(q+ki—k;
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For simplicity we omit the inequality sign. We shall
also express the wave numbers in units of the Fermi
wave number kr, which is defined by

1 3/m\t 1.52
ey o
2 3 7o
Then the wave numbers can be written
k,;-: kpp, kj—‘: kpn, q’=kps’. (22)

According to the Pauli principle they are restricted by
the following relations:

Ipl, [n[<1; [p+s'], [n—s'|>1. (23)

Equation (20) then becomes

8M?2 Q

AZ n=pX——— kp7f 7 '2Vd3h“fd3p
fO 3 B (271.)9 , J ]

I“(S)ezlcrs 271
de%f dss (24)
-(s+p— n)

Of course the limit of integrations with respect to p
and n is given by Eq. (23). We omit the prime and
write s’ as s for the sake of simplicity.

The integrations with respect to p and n is given by
Eq. (23). We omit the prime and write s’ as s for the
sake of simplicity.

The integrations with respect to p and n were already
done by Euler!! and are given in the Appendix.

1 472 P
fopfan Lm0
s-(s+p—n) 15 s

where P(s) is the polynomial given in the Appendix.
Then Eq. (24) becomes

16 M?

Q (s}
Aan px— — kr 7f 7.2V d3:;
s omye Sy T

Xfw sds F(s)p(s)ers i, (26)

(25)

The first integral with respect to r;; is carried out
very easily for a Gaussian potential, with parameters
taken from the effective-range theory.!?

V=—sVo exp(——ri,ﬂ/)@), (27)
Vo=(229.21/b%) Mev X 10726 cm?, 27"
A=10/(2.06)}, @7

where b is the intrinsic range and so is the well depth
parameter. Their values are to be determined later.

11 H. Euler, Z. Physik 105, 553 (1937).
12 7. M. Blatt and J. D. Jackson, Phys. Rev. 76, 18 (1949).
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For simplicity of calculation we introduce the fol-
lowing quantity:

(M/B2)V = —soW = —soWg exp(—7:2/A2),
Wo= (M /#)Vy=5.53/b%
Equation (26) then becomes

16M Q
i —
45 72 (21)8

(28)
(28)

A fon= kr'soWo

X [ i exp(=rip /e s,
0
% f F()P(s)sds. (29)
0

The first integral is evaluated as follows:

0
f 7'1']'2 exp(—n '2/>\2)6’isz ‘riidg'?’q;j
0

=1\ (6—N%krs?) exp(—N2%kr2s2/4).  (30)
Inserting Eq. (30) into Eq. (29), we get
A fon:-“Soxp47r%]l[* 2 krTWoA®
n 45 72 (2r)°
Xfw (6—N%kp2H)F(s5)P(s)
’ Xexp(—Nkp2s?/4)sds. (31)

F(s) is defined by Eq. (14), and for the potential of Eq.
(28) it is

(M/B)F (s)= —soW o\ exp (—Nkps?/4).  (32)
Inserting this into Eq. (31) and putting s=2u%, we get

2 Q
+So2xp-— kF7W02)\8

AZ 0on—
nf 45 (27)3

X f (6— 4Nk p20?)
0

Xexp(—2\2kp2u?) P(w)udu. (33)
Let us define K as follows'3:
K= (2/45)[Q/ 2n)* Jkr'W A8
=0.02448, (£=b/7). (34)

Equation (33) then becomes Ks¢®xpJ, where J is given by

J= f (6—Bu?) exp(—au?) P(uw)udu, (35)
0

=2z, (35)

B8=2a. (35")

13Tt should be pointed out here that 7o in our case is ot the
effective range, but the nuclear radius parameter which is taken
in this paper as 1.2X1071 cm [see Eq. (6)].
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We expand P(u) and break it up into two parts as
given in the Appendix.

J=J1+J2, (36)

1
]1=f (6—BuH)[40(1—In2)u*— 10u°
0
+4474-0.21%°] exp(—au?)du,
® 10 21 1
Jz=f (6—Bu2)[~+——+0.16—]
1 3 3u? ut

Xexp(—an?)du.

(36")

(36")
J1 can be calculated analytically.

J1=36.82202— (12.2748+60)a
+ (308+24)at— (168—15.12)a""
— e[ (—1.8048411.452)a
+ (0.0593— 8.658)a 2+ (9.7268 — 28.44) a3
+ (148+39.12)a*— (168—15.12)a~5].  (37)

Upon using Egs. (21), (27”), and (35’), a is given by

a=2.258, (38)
where®® £=10/r, as given after Eq. (34)
Using Egs. (38) and (35"), Eq. (37) becomes
J1=2.4264(1—0.128¢4+0.108¢9)
+exp(—2.258) (3.61—5.03§2—2.13¢4
10.03856—0.2776-5—0.261£19),  (39)
Js is evaluated numerically :
Jz=f [158204241.50£2— 204 (0.72£2— 2)u—2]
' Xexp(—2.2582u?)du. (40)

As we shall see later, for reasonable values of £ the
first term of Eq. (39) is predominant and we can
approximate

J=T14J =T =242
Combining Eqs. (34) and (41), we obtain
AT fou=0.0584p5,2220.232(NZ/A)pse®s.  (42)

(41)

Here we use the relation N=2Z=~4/2. Next we deter-
mine the values of p, and so. p is defined by Eq. (15)
and we assume'

M*=2M/3. (43)

This value of M* seems to be somewhat larger than
is usually taken (M*~M/2), but in our case a larger
value is better, because our purpose is to find an upper
limit of the quasi-deuteron effect and to show the

4eg K. A. Brueckner and J. L. Gammel, Phys. Rev. 109,
1023 (1955).
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Fic. 1. The effect of the dynamical correlation on the integrated
cross-section as a function of n=ro/b, where 7o is the nuclear
shape parameter and b is the intrinsic range of nuclear forces.
(' is the coefficient which appears in Eqs. (45)—(48) and represents
the effect of the dynamical correlation. The ‘allowed region”
shown by the bracket is the region of # from our present knowledge
about nuclei.

validity of the IPM and the magnitude of the first
order perturbation is proportional'® to M*.

Next we determine the value of so. Strictly speaking,
there are singlet and triplet states, with well depth
parameters s; and s, respectively,!®17 so s is a weighted
average of the two.

So=7}31+%83g1.3. (44:)
Then the coefficient fo NZ/A4, here denoted as C’, is

about 0.26.
C'=20.26. (45)

Next we shall investigate the dependence of C’ on
the value of £=b/7, to test the validity of the approxi-
mation of Eq. (41).

1. £—0; Egs. (35”), (38) show a, 8 — 0. Inserting
this into Eqs. (36”), (36”") and combining with Eq. (34),
we get

C’'—0 for£¢—0. (46)

2. £¢— o ; we combine the results of Eqs. (34),
(39), (40) and get

C’'—0.26 for §— 0, 47

assuming the above-mentioned values of so and M*.

3. 0<£< o ; C' must be evaluated numerically. The
calculations are performed for 1 ££<2 and the results
are shown in Fig. 1 as a function of 9= §"1=7/b. From
our present knowledge of nuclei, n lies in the region
indicated in Fig. 1 and for these values of 5, C’ is
roughly constant. In other words, the approximation of
Eq. (41) is justified.

Combining Egs. (1), (3), (4), and (45), we get as a
final result

2m2e*h NZ
—A—{1+(C+C’)x}

Tint =
c

=154 (14-1.062) Mev-mb. (48)

15 For a physical explanation of this fact, see for instance,
W. J. Swiatecki, Phys. Rev. 101, 1321 (1956). For a mathematical
discussion, see for instance, E. Feenberg, Ann. Phys. (N. Y.) 3,
292 (1958), and the references of this paper.

16 I,, Hulthén and M. Sugawara, Handbuch der Physik, edited
by S. Fliigge (Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1957), Vol. 39, pp. 52, 55.

17 Strictly speaking, the strength of the two-body interaction
inside the finite nucleus may be different from that in free space.
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The coefficient of x is increased by about 309, as
compared with Eq. (4). However, if we put x=3%, the
whole cross section is increased by only 10%,. It should
be pointed out here again, that this value of C’ is an
upper limit as shown by Egs. (17), (43). Therefore we
can conclude that the effect of the dynamical correlation
on cing is to increase it by probably less than 109,

III. CALCULATION OF THE BREMSSTRAHLUNG-
WEIGHTED CROSS SECTION

(a) Damping-Factor Method

According to the sum rule, o is given by

T
ap= f —dW
w

32
=472—

2

v z 49
Z g Zi_Z Z]: Zj) (49)

O0n

Here 7 and j refer to a proton and a neutron respectively
as before. o, then becomes, for N=2,

eZ
co=m2— (12— 2_; %) Do
he

-
='1*“:7"A[5R02+"—St ;2 (Zzzz >oo

2
—~StZZ<zizj>oo], (50)
A i g

where S, is the statistical factor for the singlet and
triplet states.

The first term was given by LB.! The second term
corresponds to the so-called Pauli principle correlation
arising from the antisymmetrization of the wave
function and was calculated by Levinger and Kent.?
The third term corresponds to the dynamical corre-
lation. Strictly speaking, the second term also includes
the dynamical correlation, but if we assume charge
independence of nuclear forces, the dynamical corre-
lation between z—n and p— p pairs in the second term

- is exactly cancelled by that between singlet #—p pairs
in the third term. Therefore we take only triplet z—p
pairs and define the effect of the dynamical correlation
as follows:

272
Agp=——X$ 2 3 (z:3)00. (51)
137 i 7
We introduce the following variables:
2= (z:+3,)/2, (52)
Zij=8;— &4 (53)
Therefore
28;=B—g;7/4. (54)

K. OKAMOTO

Then for the wave function of Eq. (5)
(zi35)00= (Yol 2:3;|¥0)

+z<>:

z])Gn

‘lbn I 235 ] ‘//0>

+OL(Vien?].  (35)

We neglect the third term. The first term vanishes
because it is the integral of an odd function. Using Eq.
(54), the second term becomes

2<§ %%1!/"|Zizjlll/o>

(Vi)on
=2ff 2= lﬁné?%dﬁ'dfj
(Vu)On
-—%f Z E—ﬂpnzu i)(/()ded'I'] (56)
n Lo

The first term vanishes because of the orthogonality
of the wave function. Finally, the quantity to be cal-
culated, 7, is

I=3:2 20
2T [ [ 2 dndn. 60
T 7 n n— 40

Inserting the explicit forms of the functions defined by
Egs. (5), (12), and (13), we get the equation corre-
sponding to Eq. (16) of oins:

p M1 (1=x)F(q)+F(q)
1=-=— 5%
3 h2Q2 ki kj ki’ ki/2+k/2—ki2—k]’2

X eiq’ 'riirij2d37ij'

(58)

Then again neglecting the interference between q and
q’ as we did after Eq. (16), and assuming p=2% from
Egs. (15), (43), we get as an upper limit

2M 1 F(q)eia-rii

9 72 Q? ki kj ki’ k¢,2+k/2—k52"k]‘2

I Tijzdsh;j. (59)

A

After that, the calculation proceeds in a very similar
way to that of oin. (We omit the inequality sign for
simplicity.)

2 M1 Q
LL [ rins o fon,
9 72 Q2 L(27)3

F(q)eta-rii
X f ot (60)
k/*4k/2—k2—k;?
421191371'Oo 243 fds d3
=—— Vi @°ri; n
9% (2r)0 Jy 7 Pf
F(q)eszs i
Xf d3s——, (61)
s-(s+p—n)
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where krs= q. The limit of the integrations with respect
to p and n are given by Eq. (23) and these integrals are
given in Eq. (25) and in the Appendix. Inserting this
into Eq. (61), we obtain

8 M Q ®
— kF7 rijZe”ch ~ri,‘d3ri].
0

135 %2 (2m)8
X dsF(s)P(s). (62
j(: sdsF(s)P(s). (62)

However, unlike the similar expression for ¢, the
first integral will diverge. Therefore, we introduce a
damping factor exp[ — (r:?/1?) ], where / is the Gaussian
mean radius of the nucleus defined as follows:

1= (2/5)*R. (63)

Physically speaking, this introduction of a damping
factor corresponds to taking into account a damping
of the wave function at the nuclear surface. Then the
first integral can be calculated as follows:

f exp (— 7/ P)rse*rs wiiddy;
’ = (r}/4)I5(6— Lhy?s?) exp(—kp%s?/4).  (64)

After that the calculation again becomes exactly the
same as that of oia, except that \ is replaced by /:

1 1 36 T 7/3 2 5/2
= "‘Sol—— —y - - rroA8/3W0)\3
135 (21)% 27\3 5

% f (6= Ers?) expl— (P-HN2)Er%s?/4]
’ X P(s)sds.

(65)

Here the well depth parameter s¢’ is somewhat different
from the value used for oin given by Eq. (44). For
Acins calculated in Sec. II, strictly speaking we should
have taken both central and tensor forces. However, we
took only central force, which is of course an approxi-
mation. Recent numerical calculation'® shows that in
our case of Gaussian potential, so for the central force
- 1s 0.6-1.0 and s, for the tensor force is about 0.5-0.9.
Therefore, the somewhat larger value of so=1.3 is
supposed to include the effect of tensor force as well,
although we did not calculate it. However, in the case
of Aoy the potential appears only once and the other
factors are spherically symmetric. Therefore, the con-
tribution of the tensor force is zero after integrating
over angles. Hence we shall take so’=1.

After putting s=2u as before and assuming sy'=1,
Eq. (65) becomes

I=—4.61X10~*broA%3]’
= —9.40X A®3]'10~% cm?. (66)

18 Biedenharn, Blatt, and Kalos, Nuclear Phys. 1, 233 (1956);
6, 359 (1958).
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TaBLE L. Value of J'.2

A £E=1 £=1.5 £=2.0

64 —0.031 —0.009 -+0.002
125 —0.013 —0.008 —0.004
215 —0.008 —0.006 —-0.004

a J’ is the integral defined by Egs. (70), (70’) and (70”’), but in this table
it is calculated by using the approximate formula of Eq. (71). £ is defined
by b/ro, where b is the intrinsic range of the effective-range theory (reference
12) and 7o is the nuclear radius parameter, which is taken as 1.2 X107 cm
in this paper.

Here we assume!® b=r,, (triplet effective range)=1.7
X107 cm and 7o=1.2X 10" cm. J' is defined by

J'=fw (6—B'u?) exp(—a'u?) P(w)udu,  (67)

o/ = (PN, (67)
B =412k s, (677)
Using Egs. (21), (27"), and (63), we find
o' =0.934%°4-1.138, (68)
B'=3.7142", (69)

The calculation is performed in a very similar way
to that of J in Sec. II.

J'=J/4+TJ, (70)
1
Jy'= f (6—B8'u®)[40(1— In2)u?— 100
0
£4740.214%] exp(—a'u)du, (70')
* 10 11 1
Ti= f (6—6’%‘2)[———]—— ——+0.16—]
0 3 3u? ut
Xexp(—a'u?)du. (70”)

In the case of oiny, a=2\2kp?=2.25¢ and is fairly
small if £ is small, so that it might be dangerous to
neglect terms which include ¢~ in Eq. (37). However,
in this case, o/, is fairly large except for light nuclei.
Therefore we can safely neglect terms including e’
Similarly we can neglect J»'. In other words, J' is
given by

T2 /223682202 — (12.2748'+60)a’~
+ (308" +24)a'—— (168’ — 15.12)a’~>.  (71)

Numerical results for Eq. (71) are given in Table I.
As seen in Table I, for 4 =064 the sign of J’ changes
for £=2.0; i.e., the results become gqualitatively op-
posite. This is unreasonable. However, for 7,=1.2
X108 cm, £=2.0 means b=2.4X10"% cm, which is
somewhat too large and should be excluded. Further-
more, our model should be regarded as a model for
heavy nuclei, so this discrepancy need not be taken too
seriously. In fact, for heavy nuclei the results do not
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TABLE 1I. The results for Agy and o3 in mb. g3 is the brems-
strahlung cross section defined by Eq. (49). Ags is the change of
op due to the quasi-deuteron effect and is given by Eq. (51).
Calculated values of o3 are for the IPM. Both calculated and ex-
perimental values of of o3 are for Cu®85 I127 Bij29 respectively.
All these values are taken from Table I of reference 5. Calcu-
lated values of Aoy and Acp(Coul.) are for r¢=1.2X10™8 cm,
b=1.7X10"8 cm, so’=1, where b and 7, are the same as in Table
T and s¢’ is the well depth parameter introduced by Eq. (65).

A 64 125 216
Aoy —0.6 —32 —10.2
Ao (Coul.) 0.03 0.13 0.4
av(calc.) 77, 74 188 354
av(exp.) 65, 80 194 416
IAab/u'bF(%) ~1.0 <20 2.5-3.0

change so rapidly for different values of £, as seen in
Table I.
Combining these results with Eq. (51), we obtain

Aoy=—1.02X A3X | J'| ub. (72)

Since we assume b=1.7X107% cm and 7,=1.2X 1071
cm, the value of £ is approximately 1.5. Therefore, we
take the results of J’ for £=1.5. The value of Agy are
listed in Table IT for 4 =64, 125, 216 together with the
results of previous calculations of the IPM2%45 for
nuclei with approximately the same mass numbers, and
also with experimental values. The effect of the Coulomb
force is also listed, which we shall discuss briefly later.

From Table IT we see that the quasi-deuteron effect
on oy is to decrease it by a few percent, and that this
percentage increases with increasing 4. Therefore, we
shall investigate this effect for an infinite nucleus. If
we let A — « in Egs. (67"), (67") we find

B'=4o (73)

The calculation of J’ becomes very simple and quite
similar to that of J in Sec. IT.

J'=J —12.274a7% — 141914743,

for A= o0,

(74)
Lim Agp=—0.014 A*4/3 mb,
whereas in the IPM o3 is given by?®
(Tb'IPM=O.30 A4/3 mb, (75)
therefore
Aoy
lim —==—359,. (76)
A—n o

In other words, for an infinite nucleus the quasi-
deuteron effect on o, is about 59, decrease of the IPM
value. This result is not inconsistent with that of
Levinger.®

(b) Box Normalization Method

In order to test the wvalidity of introducing the
damping factor of Eq. (64), we shall calculate o3 using
a somewhat different method.
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We shall start from Eq. (62) but replace the integral
with respect to s by a sum with respect to q using Eq.
(19) but omitting factor 2. [See the discussion after
Eq. (19).] In other words, instead of transforming all
sums which appear in Eq. (59) into integrals we trans-
form the first two of them and leave the last one as it is.

4 M Q

. F(5)P(s)
135 72 (2m)7

0 w0
kF7f 7itetrs ""fd31’iif d
0 0 N

—

°° ©  F(s)P(s)

kp5f 7’¢j2eikm ~tijd3rijf d3q —
0 Q q

4 M Q
135 42 (20)7

4 M kp®

135 72 (2m) % {7)

” F(g)P(g)
f 7’ij26iq '”jdafl']_q*.
0 q

Then we assume that the whole system is in a large
cubic box of dimension L and decompose q into its
three components.

¢o=2mns/L, ¢,=2mn,/L, q,=2wn.,/L, (718)

where #., 1,, n, =0, 1, 2---. The integral in Eq. (77)
becomes

]

f rifeis Tidr i

0
L/2 L/2 L/2
=3f f f xZei(nzx+nyy+nzz)21r/dedde‘ (79)
—L/2%Y —L/2Y —L/2

The integrals with respect to y and z are straight-
forward and give a delta function.

Lj2
f e"”"”dy= Lé Ny,

—L/2

L/2
f ety = Lon,.
—L/2

Therefore, when we evaluate the integral we should
put n,=n,=0. If we further assume #,=0, q=0.
However, since P(g) in Eq. (77) is proportional to q?
for small q (see Appendix) and F(q) has no singularity
at q=0, Eq. (77) becomes zero if q=0. In other words,
we must assume 7,70. Then the integral with respect
to x is given by

(80)

Li2 (— 1)L
f K2ty =— (81)
—L/2 27!'2%;;2
Therefore, from Eq. (79),
® 6L5(— 1)
f 1’1‘]26';“ 'riid:;i’ij:————-——. (82)
0 (27[') 2%;.;2
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Substituting this into Eq. (77), we find
8 M ke* = (—1)=F(g)P(g)

I=——
45 72 (2m)8  ne=1 2 q

(83)

On the other hand, if L is very large, q is very small
for fixed 7,. Then from the Appendix

F(g)P(q) P(qg)
lim D =F(0) lim o
=0 q q—0 q
F(0) 2r
=10(1—In2)—> —n,.  (84)
kr® L
Substituting this into Eq. (83), we get
16 M kr® w (—1)m=
I=—(1—In2)—F(0)—L* ¥
9 72 2m)°  ne=1 my
16 ki®
= (1—In2)Wer\*——L4 In2, (85)
9 2m)®

where X and W, are given by Egs. (27"), (28’). The

value of L is given by
L= (4n/3)%rA3, (86)

then I becomes

16 kF3 471. 4/3
I=—(1—1n2) In2W grir? (—) rotAss. (87)
9 »\ 3

2

Substituting necessary values and combining with
Eq. (51), we obtain

Acy=—0.018 A* mb. (88)
Comparing Eq. (75), we get
Ady/ap =2—69,. (89)

This agrees very well with Eq. (76). Therefore, we see
that the damping-factor method can be regarded as a
reasonable approximation.

(c) Effect of Coulomb Force

This is exactly zero for oint in this order of approxi-
mation, because the value of oy is affected only by
n—p pairs as seen in Eq. (3). However, in the case of
v, this effect appears in p— p pairs. [See Eq. (50) and
the discussion after that.] We shall evaluate this by
replacing a nuclear potential in Eq. (57) by the Coulomb
potential. [For an infinite nucleus this effect will
diverge, but in our case it will converge because we used
a damping factor in Eq. (64).]

V= +62/1’¢j. (90)

The calculations are exactly the same as in the case
of nuclear forces, so it is not necessary to repeat them
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here. The results are also listed in Table II. As seen in
the table, this effect is negligible.

IV. CONCLUSION

The effect of the quasi-deuteron model, i.e., the
effect of the dynamical correlation between nucleons,
has been treated by first order perturbation theory. The
results are that o is increased by about ten percent
and that o; is decreased by a few percent. The effect
of the hard core has not been treated in our calculation.
This may affect the result for oint, but it will probably
not be so large as to change the main conclusion. For
instance, recent calculation®® shows that for an at-
tractive potential with a hard core the wave function
outside the core is similar to that of the IPM. This
seems to support the above prediction. For o5 this effect
is clearly small, because the main contribution to o}
comes from the low-energy part.

Finally we conclude that the IPM is a fairly good
approximation for photonuclear reactions.
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APPENDIX

The integrations with respect to p and n for the
energy denominator of Egs. (24) and (61) were carried
out by Euler.! We merely quote his results here.

1
D= f s f & L —
Ipl <1 n s-(s+p—n)

<1
p+s|>1 ‘n—s[ >1
0
=fd3sf exp(—as"’)daf e—aDd3p
0 |pl <1
[p+s| >1
X etale gy (Al)
%nl <1
n—s|>1

19 Gomes, Walecka, and Weisskopf, Ann. Phys. 3, 241 (1958).
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where « is an auxiliary variable introduced for con-
venience of calculation. Putting as=1y, we get

2 42 0 1
D:f d35 _ f e"‘slll}—..{sye(*sﬂ)y
0 s Jy y3

Fev(y1) (oo 1)}] dy
> 4w e 1
ds - —sy| Y _
+j; s - j; € [y‘”’{e (y—1) 2
+e—y<y+1>}]dy. (A2)

The integration with respect to y is elementary but
tedious. After integration we put s=2#% and obtain the
following results:

64
D=~—1r3f P(u)du. (A3)
15 Jy
PHYSICAL REVIEW VOLUME

116,
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For u<1,

P(u)=Py(u)
=[4+ (15/2)u— 54’ 50> In (1 424) + 290>+ 304
+[4— (15/2)u~+5u— $u*]
X In(1—u)—404? In2
240(1—1In2)2u?— 100*+ $2°4+0.2125.

For u>1,

(A4)

P (’LL) = Pz (u)
=[4—20u2— 200*+41° ] In(u—+1)+4u’+22u
+[— 442002 — 20u3+44°] In(u—1)

101 1 1
+ (4023 — 8u?) Inut— —+~ —+0.16—. (AS)
3u 3ud

ud

The error of the above power-series expansions is
less than 0.19, for P;(u) and less than 0.59, for Ps(n).
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Heavy Nuclei in the Primary Cosmic Radiation at Prince Albert, Canada.
' I. Carbon, Nitrogen, and Oxygen*

H. Arzu,t Y. Fujimoro, S. Hasecawa, M. KosHiBa, I. Miro,} J. NisuiMura, K. Yokor,}
Institute for Nuclear Study, University of Tanashi, Tokyo, Japan

AND

MARCEL SCHEIN, Enrico Fermi Institule for Nuclear Studies, Department of Plysics, University of Chicago, Chicago, Illinots
(Received May 22, 1959)

A stack of G-5 emulsion, exposed at 120 000 feet for 8 hours at 61°N has been used to study the charge
and energy spectrum of heavy nuclei at the low-energy end. Energy measurements have been made on
C, N, and O nuclei up to 1 Bev/nucleon. The spectrum shows a broad maximum at 550 Mev/nucleon,
extrapolated to the top of the atmosphere. Various possibilities to explain this spectrum are discussed.
However, it seems desirable to determine the energy spectrum of the other heavy-nuclei components in
this energy region in order to gain a more complete understanding of the whole problem. Measurements

of this kind are in progress and will be reported.

1. INTRODUCTION

N order to gain information concerning the accel-
eration mechanism of the primary radiation, the
study of the heavy-nuclei component in the cosmic
radiation has certain advantages over studies on
primary protons and the various secondary components.
This is due to the fact that heavier nuclei cannot be
created from lighter elements once they are ejected from
the source into interstellar space. Any conceivable
* This work has been supported in part by the U. S. National
Committee of IGY, the National Science Foundation, and the
joint program of the Office of Naval Research and the U. S. Atomic
Energy Commission.

t Department of Physics, Rikkyo University, Tokyo, Japan.
t College of General Education, University of Tokyo, Tokyo,

Japan.

process the primary cosmic radiation might undergo in
interstellar space takes place in the direction from
heavier to lighter elements.

The very existence of the heavy-nuclei component!
poses stringent restrictions on the possible types of
acceleration mechanisms. Furthermore, the determina-
tion of the fluxes of Li, Be, and B ? has so far been the
only method of estimating the average age of the
primary cosmic radiation.

The study of the heavier Z components can yield
valuable information regarding the relative abundances

1 Freier, Ney, and Oppenheimer, Phys. Rev. 75, 991 (1949).
H. L. Bradt and B. Peters, Phys. Rev. 77, 54 (1950); 80, 943
(1950).

2 Koshiba, Schultz, and Schein, Nuovo cimento 9, 1 (1958).



