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A simple model is proposed which relates elastic and inelastic processes in strong interactions. It is assumed
that the basic process in strong interactions is meson production. The meson fields are calculated from a
Klein-Gordon equation using a Gaussian source function. It is assumed that there are three types of strong
interactions, whose quanta are, respectively, the = meson, the K meson, and the antibaryon. The sizes of the
three corresponding source functions are inversely proportional to the square roots of the masses of the
quanta. The three coupling constants are taken to be equal. Elastic scattering is assumed to be the diffraction
scattering associated with the inelastic meson-producing processes. We thus obtain predictions for three
phenomena in nucleon-nucleon collisions: the differential elastic-scattering cross section ; the differential cross
section for production of particles; the average number of mesons produced as a function of incident energy.
The predictions are in good agreement with all experimental data in the multi-GeV region.

I. INTRODUCTION

HERE has recently been considerable interest in

trying to understand something of the nature of

the strong or nuclear interactions. A simple field theory

of strong interaction is proposed, which explains several

phenomena observed in scattering experiments. Elastic
and inelastic processes are related to each other.

It is assumed that the meson fields obey an equation

of the form
(O+m?)p=p. 0

The quantity p is the source function for meson fields
which arise whenever two nucleons interact. A func-
tional form of p is chosen which leads to results that
are in agreement with experiment. This source function
is assumed to have three spatial regions, corresponding
to three different types of strong interactions. The =
meson, K meson, and antibaryon are the quanta of
these three types of interactions. The three regions
have progressively smaller radii corresponding to the
increasing masses of the quanta.

The wave equation is solved employing the well-
known in-out formalism. This leads to the result that
the probability of producing # mesons is Poisson dis-
tributed. The expectation value of #, which parameter-
izes the Poisson distribution, contains the important
information about scattering cross sections for elastic
and inelastic processes. In fact we obtain predictions
for several different phenomena. (1) The elastic dif-
ferential cross section for nucleon-nucleon scattering.
(2) The momentum-distribution function of the mesons
produced in a high-energy nucleon-nucleon collision.
(3) The multiplicity or total number of mesons pro-
duced as a function of energy. These predictions seem
to be in rather good agreement with existing experi-
mental data in the high-energy region. However, the
data on inelastic processes are not very extensive and
the validity of this model can only be tested by more
experiments on inelastic processes at high energy.

* Supported in part by a research grant from the National
Science Foundation.
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II. ELASTIC SCATTERING

There has recently been considerable interest in
finding a simple explanation for the differential elastic-
scattering cross sections that have been observed in
strong interactions. It will be shown that all high-energy
proton-proton elastic-scattering data can be explained
in terms of the simple absorbing model proposed in an
earlier paper.! It is especially interesting that the size
of the absorbing region is rather energy-independent.
This can be most easily seen by plotting X versus 7 as
was suggested.!*? This is done in® Fig. 1 where there is
little energy dependence.

The normalized differential scattering cross section

X = (do/dQe.mm.) (47/kato)? @)

has been plotted against the variable —¢,* in the hope
that this would result in an energy-independent curve—
that is, one in which the diffraction peak does not
shrink. There is in fact no reason why this should be so.
An interaction region whose size is independent of
energy does not necessarily result in an X plot which is
independent of energy. As shown by Cocconi et al.?
such plots have considerable energy dependence. A
pure optical model encourages the hope that such a
plot might be energy-independent. However, the pure
optical model which worked so well for lower energy
nucleon-nucleus scattering can not be expected to work
in detail in the multi-GeV region, although it does
successfully predict trends.*

1 A. D. Krisch, Phys. Rev. Letters 11, 217 (1963).

2 It was independently pointed out that the transverse momen-
tum may be a relevant variable in proton proton elastic scattering
by D. S. Narayan and K. V. L. Sarma, Phys. Letters 5, 365
(1963).

3 G. Cocconi, V. T. Cocconi, A. D. Krisch, J. Orear, R. Rubin-
stein ef al., Phys. Rev. Letters 11, 499 (1963); W. F. Baker, E. W.
Jenkins, A. L. Read, G. Cocconi et al., bid. 12, 132 (1964), A. N.
Diddens, E. Lillethun, G. Manning, A. E. Taylor, T. G. Walker,
and A. M. Wetherell, Proceedings of the 1962 International Con-
ference on High-Energy Physics at CERN, edited by J. Prentki
(CERN Scientific Information Service, Geneva, 1963), p. 576.
W. F. Baker, E. W. Jenkins, A. L. Read, G. Cocconi, V. T.
Cocconi, and J. Orear, Phys. Rev. Letters 9, 221 (1962). K. J.
Foley, S. J. Lindenbaum, W. A. Love, S. Ozaki, J. J. Russell, and
L. C. L. Yuan, 4bid. 10, 376 (1963); 11, 425 (1963).

4R. Serber, Phys. Rev. Letters 10, 357 (1963).
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Thus, one is justified in studying functions of = which
are slightly different from X. It was found that by
plotting the function

Y2X8—4 sl (dU/dQcm) (47r/k0_tot 28‘4 sin?g (3)

against 7=p?sin?@ essentially all the shrinkage was
removed. This is shown in Fig. 2 where all experi-
mental data®5 from 2.3 to 30 GeV have been plotted.
The curve

Y= 8—9 .40'r+ 10~‘2.696-2.925r+ 10~E ,903«1.3031’ (4)

is also plotted. Thus, all proton-proton elastic scattering
in the high-energy region can be fit by the simple sum
of three exponentials in 7, the transverse momentum
squared.

dG' (kotot
dﬂc.m.

2
— e+4 sinzﬂ[e—Q,M)’r_*_, 10—2.698~2.9257
4

+ 10—-5.906——1.3037:] . (S)

It should be emphasized that no special significance is
given to the term ¢~ 52*, Tt is merely a computational
device used to get all experimental data on one line.
One can obtain a useful picture of the interaction by
projecting out the partial-wave amplitudes from Eq. (4)

FOR STRONG INTERACTIONS
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according to the relation

Ert
1_bl='2'/ dZPz(Z) (da’/dQc.m.)1/2; (6)

1
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8 B. Cork, W. A. Wenzel, and C. W. Causey, Phys. Rev. 107, 859 (1957).
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F16. 3. The partial-wave amplitudes, 1—b; are plotted against
the “spatially” scaled values of the angular momentum, for
center-of-mass momenta squared of p?=13 (GeV/c)? and p*>=3.25
(GeV/e)2

where b;=¢ "t is the transmission coefficient and X;
is twice the imaginary part of the phase shift. The
integrals involved are not elementary but they are
similar to the I .5 encountered previously! [in Eq. (11)7],
and can be done by computer. The projection is done
for two different energies: po.m2=13 (GeV/c)? corre-
sponding to prLb=29 GeV/c and pe.m.2=3.25 GeV/¢?
corresponding to pb=17.3 GeV/c. Both results are
plotted in Fig. 3 on a scale in which the association
R=1/k has been made. Thus, each angular momentum
is scaled down by the center-of-mass momentum so
that we have equivalent ¢‘spatial” distributions. It is
very striking that the resulting distribution is rather
energy-independent.

X;, which is twice the imaginary part of the phase
shift is tabulated in Table I and plotted in Fig. 4, where
the same scaling procedure has been employed as in
Fig. 3. X; has been interpreted! as the perpendicular
interaction probability density. This is also seen to be
rather independent of energy. In fact, the width of the
distribution changes by less than 109, when pc.n.’
changes from 13 to 3.25 (GeV/¢)2

III. MESON FIELD EQUATION

The above diffraction phenomenon can be explained
in terms of a simple model for strong interactions.
Assume that the basic process in strong interactions is
meson production. This is analogous to the fact that

KRISCH

TaBLE I. 1—b;, the partial-wave amplitude and X;, which is
twice the imaginary part of the phase shift, are tabulated for even
integer angular momenta. ‘

=13 (GeV/c)? £2=23.25 (GeV/c)?

l 1—-b Xy 1-b; Xy
0 0.957 3.14 1.191
2 0.920 2.52 0.932 2.69
4 0.856 1.94 0.668 1.10
6 0.760 1.43 0.436 0.573
8 0.659 1.075 0.250 0.288
10 0.558 0.816 0.123 0.131
12 0.456 0.609 0.052 0.053
14 0.364 0.452 0.019 0.019
16 0.281 0.330 0.007 0.007
18 0.211 0.237 0.003 0.003
20 0.153 0.166
22 0.107 0.113
24 0.072 0.075
26 0.046 0.047
28 0.029 0.030
30 0.017 0.017
32 0.010 0.010
34 0.006 0.006

photon production is the basic process of electromag-
netic interactions. Then the strong elastic scattering
can be understood as the diffraction scattering associ-
ated with these “inelastic” meson-production processes.
Information about the nature of meson production can
be obtained from the differential elastic-scattering
cross section.®

We postulate that the meson can be described by a
field ¢(#). The field is assumed to obey a relativistic

P2:13(GeV/c)?

p2:=3,25(Gev/c)2

P
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F16. 4. x;, which is twice the imaginary part of the phase shift,
or the perpendicular interaction probability density is plotted
against the “spatially” scaled values of the angular momentum
for p2=13 (GeV/c)? and p>=3.25 (GeV/c)2
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6 This idea is certainly not new. Aninteresting phenomenological
discussion of the relation between elastic and inelastic scattering
has recently been given by Van Hove. L. Van Hove, Nuovo
Cimento 28, 798 (1963); Cargese Summer School, Corsica, 1963
(unpublished) ; CERN report 7963/TH. 392 (unpublished).
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equation of the familiar form.”
(A+mP)e(r)=p. )

The quantity p is the source function for the production
of real mesons. It arises whenever two nucleons pass
near each other. Thus p will depend on the distance be-
tween the two interacting nucleons, which we denote
by R=(R,T). It will also depend on the coordinate of
the meson field with respect to the center of the source.
The source is centered midway between the nucleons.
This meson variable is denoted by = (r,t). For sim-
plicity it is assumed that p is independent of all energies
involved. Thus we have

p=p(r,R)=¢gp(r,R). 8)

The quantity g is the coupling constant of the strong
interaction and p is normalized so that

/ pd*rd*R = finile. 9)

All detailed information about the nature of strong
interactions will then be contained in the functional
dependence of p on 7 and R. At present, there is cer-
tainly no theory which gives information about the
nature of the source function. Thus, the best approach
seems to be to return to experiment and look for con-
straints on the form of p. The most important con-
straint comes from the well-known fact that the nuclear
interaction is short range. This implies that p must fall
off rapidly as a function of R, the internucleon distance.
Due to the fact that at high energies the Lorentz con-
traction squashes everything down in the direction of
the motion, it seems reasonable that in the parallel (Z)
direction the dependence of p can be well represented
by a & function. It also seems reasonable to assume that
p has a 8-function dependence on time. The actual inter-
action time is less than 1072 sec. Other clues are con-
tained in the fact that the differential elastic cross sec-
tion and the differential meson-production cross sec-
tions seem to drop off as exponentials or Gaussians in
the transverse momentum, p,=p sinf. All this evidence
seems to point towards a source function which is a
double Gaussian in the perpendicular direction.

p (V,R) = g
(7‘.‘12)1/2

e~ (@rOH R (715 (2)6(4) . (10)

Of course, the validity of the above formula can only
be tested in terms of the accuracy of the resulting pre-
dictions which will be developed in the following sec-
tions. The dependence on the meson field variable 7
cannot presently be too well tested because of a lack
of good data on inelastic processes. Thus, it is possible
that new data will indicate that some function other

7 This is just the Klein-Gordan equation with a source. It has
been used by many people.

B 1459

than the Gaussian is more reasonable. The Gaussian
was chosen to obtain symmetry with respect to the
internucleon variable R.

IV. SOLUTION OF WAVE EQUATION

The solution of Eq. (7) can be very nicely given in
terms of the in-out formalism. The usefulness of this
approach was first pointed out by Lewis, Oppenheimer,
and Wouthuysen,® and has been pursued by others.®
The situation is nicely reviewed in the book by Henley
and Thirring'® whose notation we will adopt. The meson
wave function is given by

d)‘“‘“:¢i“+/(l4r'p(r’)A(r’—~r). (11)
The A function is the difference of the retarded and
advanced A functions, and can be written exactly

A (I',If) =Art (rit) - Aadv(r,t>

=S, (ek T sinwt/w), —wo<i<w. (12)
Thus we have that
g ek (1) ginw (1—1")p(¥',1")
¢‘uu[,__¢in: /d-i,s;:,,
o (&)
eik'rplC e—zk-rpk>s

= S+ Sy (13)

21w 1w

The quantity p; is the Fourier transform of the source

function p(r,R). It is given by
p;.«,:/d”‘r'p(r’,R)e"'k"'. (14)

It is now useful to give a Fourier expansion of ¢i* and

¢°" in terms of the in and out creation and annihilation
operators. These are Ay, 4;7, B, and B,'. Thus we have

Bpeikr
t;/)"“t: ska‘r)aT+H(,
w(2mr)3 |12
(135)
Apetker
g =S H.c
[2@(2‘"’)3]1/2

Putting these results into Eq. (13) we obtain the
Fourier expansion of the solution

Bkeék-r
I ——-+H.c.
[2e(2ar)* 12
. T e (16)
=0k > — Ok — .C. )
o [2w(2r)* ]2 21w (21)?

8 H. W. Lewis, J. R. Oppenheimer, and S. Wouthuysen, Phys.
Rev. 73, 127 (1948).

9E. M. Henley and . T. D. Lee, Phys. Rev. 101, 1536 (1955),
%‘ Koba and G. Takeda, Progr. Theoret. Phys. (Kyoto) 19, 269
1958).

W E, M. Henley and W. Thirring, Elementary Quantum Field
Theory (McGraw-Hill Book Company, Inc., New York, 1962),
Chap. §, 9, 10,
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Thus, we have that the in and out annihilation opera-
tors are related by the simple equation

Bi=As+ipi/[20(2r)3 . (17

Now consider the state consisting of the two incoming
nucleons and no real mesons with momentum k. This
we denote by |in, 7,=0). We can get a matrix equation
for |in, #,=0) by considering B;|in, #;=0) and noting
that A;|in, 1;,=0)=0. We then have that
'I:pk

[2w(2m)¥ ]2
Then we are in a position to evaluate the probability
of producing # mesons with momentum . This proba-
bility is given by
P (’l’lk)

= |{out, #x|in, nx=0)|2

= {(out, nk=OI (Bknk/(n’k !)1/2)[in7 nk:o) [ 2

(out,nk::OI[

Bilin, n;=0)= [in, np=0).  (18)

10k 2

[2w(21|-)3]1/2:| (2 !)llzl in, 7;=0)

1 Pk2 nk
=— | {out, n,=0]in. n,=0)|2. (19)
7 1L 20(27)3

Now it can be shown that the normalization is such that
(20)

The quantity 7, is the average number of mesons

given by
ﬁkz: [pk|2/2w(21r)3. (21)

Thus the probability of producing #; mesons in a state
k is Poisson distributed according to

P(%k)z (1/7’Lk !)ﬁk"ke""k. (22)

This Poisson distribution is parameterized by 7, which
is the expectation value of the number of mesons. For a
more detailed discussion of the above seen Henley
and Thirring.

We can now find the average probability densities
for various processes by finding pg, the Fourier trans-
form of the source function and putting it into the
above equation for 7. Using the double Gaussian
source function proposed in Sec. IIT we have

pr= /d‘*rp(r,R)e”""T

2
= e B2 (7) | dby
(ra2)u2

xe-mik-rg-—?rl?/a’a(z)/dzs(i)eiwt

[ {out, #,=0]in, 7;,=0)|2= ¢,

(23)

—R12/2a25 ( 7\ L2k 208"
(«mﬁ)l/?e PR3 (Z)[AmateRPE 1]

=g (7ra2)l/ze_Rf/z“’e“kLZ“2/86 (7).
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Integrating over the nucleon-nucleon coordinate parallel
to the initial motion (Z) we get the dependence of p;
on R, and £,.

pr(Ry,k,) = gam'/2g=B1*20%g—kia%8 (24)

Then the expectation value for the number of mesons
produced in a state characterized by R,, ki, and kg is
given by
loxl?  fga\*1
fin(Ry,ki,kz)= = (“‘) —gR1*lalg—k 2a?/4
20127) M/ w
We can remove the dependence on %z, the momentum
parallel to the incident motion by integrating over this
variable

P
ﬁ(Rl,kl):/ dkzﬁv(lgl,kl,k,’{)
-P

(25)

ga\’ » dkz
:(_) e—-RLﬁlaZe—klzazM/ .
o —p (B2 +E24-m?)\?
! 2 2 2)1/2
= (Eﬁ) e~ B12a gk 2024 11’1(P +m?+ k) ) +17
47[‘ ( 2+m2+k 2)1/2___
PR s

)

This expression is exact but unwieldy. In the high-
energy limit p>>m, p>>k,, it can be approximated by
the expression

ga\*
7 (Rl;kl, P) = <——) e-Ri2la%p—k 20?4 |,
4

4 2

.27
k24-m? 1)
It is seen that this density has a logarithmic dependence
on p?% the center-of-mass momentum of the incident
nucleons.

A very interesting quantity which can now be com-
puted is the average number of mesons with transverse
momentum £k; that are produced when two nucleons
collide with momentum . This is obtained by inte-
grating % (Ry,k.,p) over the variable R,

ﬁz(kl,p) = /dle'l—l(Rl,ki’P)

ga 2 4p2 0
= (——) ¢ kite?l4 In 2 / e B2 R dR,
A L

2a4 4 2

_57 —ky%a?/4 I ? .

167 2 4-m?

We can also compute the average number of mesons
produced at an impact parameter R,. This function
determines the nature of the elastic diffraction scattering.

(28)

(Rop) = / Phii(Ro o)
ga\* ’
m('—) e“‘nglazzW[/ e—-klﬁaa/likldkl ln4:2f)2
4‘7!’ 1]
4
-—/ ek g dk, ln(kﬁ’—}«mﬂ):l, (29)
0
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The first integral can be easily solved.

» 2 2
f e‘klm/"kldkl:-—z-(l—*e‘““”‘*)%-—;. (30)
0

a a

However, the second integral can be solved only in
terms of an infinite series. Fortunately it will be essen-
tially independent of p and thus can be written as a
constant. Thus we have

(R, p)= (g2/4m)e B Indp>—Inc]. (31)

Now we can interpret this constant in terms of the
threshold energy for meson production by simply re-
quiring that 7(Ry,pe)=0. Then we have

(Ry,p)= (g/4m)e B Inp?/ p¢?. (32)

Finally we can obtain an expression for the multi-
plicity or the total number of mesons produced in a
nucleon-nucleon collision with momentum .

()= / BRA(R,p)

g2 p? £
=—In—27 f R dR e B le*
4r P o 0

= (380 In(p*/pd") -

To obtain useful experimental predictions we employ
the fact that for nucleon-nucleon collisions 2p?=MT.
The quantity T is the laboratory kinetic energy. Thus

we have that
Y/ po=T/To. (34)

We then obtain the following density functions for the
average number of mesons produced

(33)

A(T)= (380)* In(T/Tv), (33)
ARy, T)= (¢¢/4m) In(T/To)e 2+, (36)
ks, T) = (g%a*/167) In[2M T/ (k2—+m2) Jeksas . (37)

V. RESULTS

We now postulate that there are three types of strong
interactions These may be characterized by their
quanta, which are, respectively, the = meson, the K
meson, and the antibaryon. The last two are char-
acterized by the fact that they carry two important
quantum numbers, strangeness and baryon number.
The coupling constant g is assumed to be the same for
all three of these interactions and all three are assumed
to have double Gaussian source functions of the type
given in Eq. (10). However, the radius of the source
function @; is assumed to depend on the mass of the
quantum. In fact, it is assumed that

a=J/m;, (38)

where m; is the mass of the quantum. To give the best
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TaBLE II. The various parameters that can be calculated
for the three types of interactions.

Interaction Slopein  Threshold

Mass radius a 7 plot & energy T'o
Meson GeV F GeV/c2 GeV
T 0.140 0.82 8.73 0.29
K 0.495 0.44 2.47 1.75
N 0.938 0.32 1.30 5.64

fit to existing experimental data, J is taken to be
0.0945 GeV-F2. The validity of this approach can be
best seen by considering the quantity a=a?/2(%c)2
This is the slope in a plot of differential cross section
versus 7. See Iig. 1. This slope is related to the spatial
size of the interaction region by taking the Fourier trans-
formation of the Gaussian in p,=+/7.We then calculate
and tabulate the relevant quantities in Table II. The
resulting slopes and interaction radii are in fairly good
agreement with the experimental results for elastic
proton-proton scattering. We have included in Table IT
a list of the threshold energies for the production of each
meson in nucleon-nucleon collisions.

Finally we choose as our coupling constant g?= 5.6 F~2
for all three types of interactions. This is chosen to
agree with some experimental results which will be
described below. Thus we have only two arbitrary
parameters in our theory, the coupling constant g and
the interaction size parameter J.

We will now show how the expectation valve density
7i(Ry,T) is related to the elastic-scattering cross section.
It has been shown in Sec. IV that the number of mesons

\\\:\ii”
7.25 Gev .
AN

i L L I
5 [} LS 2 25 3 35
R2  (fermis?)

K16, 5. Logx;, which is twice the imaginary part of the phase
shift is plotted against R,? in F? for incident laboratory momenta
of 29 GeV and %25 GeV. The theoretical curves are calculated
from Eq. (45). The points are the experimental values from elastic
scattering given in Table I.
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F1c. 6. The multiplicity of meson production in nucleon-
nucleon collisions is plotted as a function of laboratory kinetic
energy. Experimental points (Ref. 11) for r-meson production are
plotted. Theoretical curves for =, K, and N production are calcu-
lated from Eq. (46).

produced is Poisson distributed. Thus the probability
of producing no = mesons is

P, (0)=e—mr(RLT). (39)

Similarly the probabilities of producing no K’s and N’s
are given by
Pr(0)=¢ R @BLT)
Pr(0)=¢ (LT

(40)

Thus the probability of producing no mesons at all is
given by the product of the three probabilities.

P.xx(0)=P.(0)Px(0)Px(0)
=exp— [, (R,T)+7x(R,T)+ax(R,T)].
(41)

The probability of producing one or more particles of
any type is simply one minus the probability of pro-
ducing no mesons

P(any number of particles)=1— P,xx5(0)

=] — ¢ [ArtaK+an] (42)
But this is just the probability of having an inelastic
interaction at impact parameter R;. Now recall that
the partial-waves expansion for the inelastic cross
section is

o= (/1) 12:0 (241) (1 — 2. (43)

The quantity 1—e2*t is also the probability of having
an inelastic interaction at R,. Thus we have a simple
relation between the imaginary part of the phase shift
and the expectation value densities.

Xiekr, =3[ 7= (R, 1)+ 1k (R, T)+7w (R, T)].  (44)

KRISCH

This is the X; which was calculated from the elastic-
scattering experiments in Sec. II. These results are
plotted in Fig. 5 on semilog paper to display the
Gaussian nature of X;. A good fit is obtained using our
choice of g?=5.6 F2 for all three types of inter-
actions. However, it is possible that a slightly better
fit could be obtained by choosing different coupling
constants for the K and N interactions. Using g2= 5.6,
we obtain from Eq. (36)

Ximkri= O'SODOg(T/O.QQ)e—(RLIO.82)2
+log(T/1.75)e~ (Eul0.40)?

+log(T/5.64)e~ BL03D]  (45)
This curve is also plotted in Fig. 5 for =29 GeV and
T=17.25 GeV. The agreement is rather good for 7'=29
GeV. For T'=17.25 GeV, things begin to break down near
the center. There are two reasons why this might be so:
(1) 7.25 GeV is near threshold for antiparticle produc-
tion. (2) For 7.25 GeV, the classical approximation in-
volved in setting /= kR, is poor near the center. This is
because the wavelength corresponding to a particle of
this energy is no longer small with respect to R,.

Using the same coupling constant we can now predict
the multiplicity of the particles produced in nucleon
nucleon collisions from Eq. (35). We have

fin (1) =2.14 1og (7/0.29)

fix(T)=0.62 log(T/1.75),
7ig(T)=0.32 log(7/5.64).

(40)

These curves are plotted on semilog paper in Fig. 6.
The experimental results' for m-meson multiplicity are
also plotted. These include cosmic-ray results up to
3500 GeV. The fit is rather good. There are few experi-
mental results on strange particle and antiparticle
production. However, Eq. (46) is consistent with what
results there are.’? Observing high-energy protons inter-
acting in a hydrogen bubble chamber would be a
powerful test of this theory.

There are also predictions about the momentum
distributions of the secondaries produced. These can be
obtained from Eq. (37) by putting in appropriate
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(1961) studied strange particle production at 2.85 GeV.
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factors of 71c=0.197 GeV-F.
(ps, 1) =2.871 ( il ) 07,2
in (i, T) =2.87 log| ————— Je=4:807,7
b P\t (0.140)2
1.88T
fix(p,T)=0.24 log(—--————)e“-mu2 , (47
2+ (0.495)2

1887\
7ix (p1, T) =0.065 1og(-———)e-—0-6wﬁ .
.2+ (0.938)?

There have been few experiments which can be used to
directly test these predictions. However, they do seem
to be in vague agreement with the beam survey data.”
Cocconi** has previously pointed out that these data
could be fit by an exponential in p, while we propose a
Gaussian in p,. It should be noted that the exact va-
lidity of these predictions is to some extent inde-
pendent of the rest of the theory. For this directly in-
volves the dependence of the source function p (R,7)
on the meson field variable, . This dependence could
be modified without changing the rest of the theory.
Nevertheless the present simple double Gaussian is not
inconsistent with existing experiments. There is no
reason to make it more complex unless more accurate
experiments show that it is not correct in detail.

The inelastic differential cross section for the pro-
duction of charged particles in p-p collisions at 19.0
GeV was recently measured at CERN.' We have used
these experimental results to calculate the total number
of particles produced by using the equations

™= % (7r++7r“) )
K=2(K++K7),
N=2p.
Thus, the uncharged particles are included. The resulting
data points are plotted in Fig. 7. We also plot Eq.

(48)
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4 G. Cocconi, L. J. Koester, and D. H. Perkins, High Energy
Physics Study Seminars No. 28 (2), UCID-1444, 1961 (un-
published).

15 A. N. Diddens, W. Galbraith, E. Lillenthun, G. Manning,
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F1c. 7. Cross section for the production of =, K and N in 19.0
GeV/c p-p collisions. Equation (47) is also plotted.

(47) using the following normalization

o
"‘"‘“:CT'[NELﬁ(?J_,T) = 18.5 mb ﬁ(pl,]‘) .

49
dpdQ (#9)

The valve of o7xg=18.5 mb is not equal to the experi-
mental value of o7y =30 mb. Nevertheless, the agree-
ment for 7 and K is quite good. Note that the N data
points are below the theoretical curve. This is probably
because the strange antibaryons were not observed in
this experiment.
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