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Over 4000 n—+p — 7~ p+-p events, obtained in a hydrogen bubble chamber, have been analyzed. The
kinetic energies of the initiating neutrons ranged from threshold to 440 MeV. The angular distributions,
correlations, and energy partition of the final-state particles as well as the excitation function are presented.
They are in excellent agreement with the phenomenological theory of Gell-Mann and Watson, except for the
absence in the data of a sharp peak in the momentum partition distribution near the maximum allowed =~
momentum. The Ps amplitudes account for less than 19, of the total cross section. The intensities of the
various types of transitions are determined. Examples of sets of amplitudes which yield these intensities are
given. However, a large number of amplitudes contribute to the cross section, and the ambiguities are too

great to allow evaluation of individual amplitudes.

INTRODUCTION

HE experimental study of inelastic nucleon-
nucleon scattering near the threshold for single-
pion production has concentrated on the channels

ptp—ntptrt, o=outoun, (1a)
pt+p—dtat, c=01, (1b)
prp—n"+ptp, o=ou, (1c)

in which the initial state is a two-proton system.—3
The notation for the o’s after each reaction is that of
Gell-Mann and Watson. o is the cross section for
transitions between pure initial and final isotopic spin
states of the two nucleons. Primes on the o’s indicate a
bound final two-nucleon state. The neutron-proton
reactions

ntp—a+p+p, o=3(caton), (2a)
n+p— m+d, o=%01, (2b)
ntp—a'+ntp, oc=3(couto), (20)
n+p—rttutn, o=%i(cuton), (2d)
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are difficult to investigate. Available neutron beams
have low intensity and large energy spreads. If bound
neutrons provide the target, the basic process is
distorted. Moreover, in (2b) and (2¢) it is difficult to
measure the 79 momentum, and in (2a) and (2d) the
cross sections are small.

The experiment described in this paper is a detailed
study of 4079 hydrogen bubble-chamber events of type
(2a). It was undertaken to examine the differential
form of o1, about which little is known, and also that
of o11. (2a), (2¢), and (2d) depend on a¢; but (2c) is
dominated by the strong o1 term. Reaction (2a) is
unique in this series in that its final state consists en-
tirely of charged particles, thus making it ideal for
study with a visual detector where each event, apart
from spin orientations, can be described completely.
A small hydrogen bubble chamber in a high magnetic
field was the instrument used for the investigation. It
might be thought that this would be inappropriate for
reaction (2a) with a cross section of about 50 wb,
corresponding to a mean free path of 30 000 chamber
diameters, since no more than about 20 tracks can be
tolerated in satisfactory bubble-chamber operation.
However, in a neutron beam these tracks are all
secondaries, and it is only the ratio of their cross section
to (2a) that is important. Moreover, the secondaries
from neutron-proton scattering in the hydrogen are
useful. These recoils were used to find the energy
spectrum of the neutron beam and with it the excitation
function of (2a).

THEORY
Form of the Transition Probability

According to the analysis of Gell-Mann and Watson*
reaction (2a) is governed by two isotopic spin ampli-
tudes @11 and a@o;. These will be referred to as the I=1
and the /=0 transitions, respectively. To specify these
amplitudes in more detail, a notation defining the
kinematics is needed. Figure 1 represents an example
of the final state in the center-of-mass system. Q is
the ¥~ momentum; q and q’ are the momenta of the
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TasLE I. Allowed transitions.®

Transition
Type Initial state Final state Isospin  Parity amplitude
Ss 8Py 1Sos0 1 — ah
Sp EAYY 1Sop1 0 + b°%Q
3Dy 1Sop1 0 + bOhQ
1S 3Poso 1 + P
1D2 3P, 252 1 + EzP
Ps 38, 3P1s1 0 + 61°P
3Dy 3Pi1s1 0 + c'P
8Ds 3Pss2 0 + c"P
) 8P1po 1 - dwPQ
3P, 3Pop1 1 — doPQ
3Py 3Pipy 1 anPQ
3P 3Pap1 1 - da1PQ
Pp 3Py 3P1P2 1 —_ dszQ
3P, 3Papa 1 - d22PQ
1p,y 3Pop1 0 — d°PQ
1p, Pipy 0 - d,"PQ
1p, 3Pspr 0 - dPQ
sP=|P|;0=]|Q].

two protons. IV is a unit vector in the direction of the
incoming neutron and P=q—q’.

The final three-body state can be described in terms
of quantum numbers S, L, 7, J, J. The spins of the two
protons couple to form S (eigenfunction X,). L, the
relative angular momentum of the two-proton system
[eigenfunctions Y 1(P)] couples with S to form an
intermediate angular momentum j, and finally j couples
with 1, the angular momentum associated with relative
motion of the 7~ with respect to the center of mass of
the two-proton system [eigenfunctions ¥;(Q)] to form
a total angular momentum J. The notation defining the
final state is of the form 25H1L;l; (e.g., 3Pops, 1Sop1).

According to Gell-Mann and Watson,* the following
assumptions should be valid near threshold:

(a) Owing to the short range of the interaction, only
states for which L and / are 0 or 1 contribute appre-
ciably to the cross section.

(b) Except for final-state interactions, the mo-
mentum dependence of the various final-state partial
waves is determined by phase space alone.

(c) The only significant final-state interaction is
that between the two nucleons when they are in a
relative S state.

A further assumption made in this paper is the neglect
of all incoming waves other than s, p, and d. Table I
is a listing of allowable transitions of class 4 for these
incoming waves. Column 6 contains the momentum
dependence of the various states. The factor %, a
function of P alone, has been inserted to describe the
effect of the 1Sy p-p interaction. The detailed nature of
k will be discussed later. Figure 2 shows a graph of A2
as a function of P.

_For an unpolarized neutron beam in the direction
N, the distribution of particles in the final states can
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4]
of

Q+4+4'=0
Fic. 1. Momentum vectors describing an event

in the center of mass.

be described in terms of P, Q, and angle variables
up= COS(P;N) ’
pe=cos(Q,N),
u=cos(P,Q).

The absolute squares of the matrix elements summed
over final and averaged over initial m states for the
four types of outgoing waves are as follows:

fro=PQ ontasprPtaspg’+ay’+asuprue] , (3a)

fps=P[B1+Beur], (3b)
f8o=1Q*[v1t+y2me®], (3¢c)
fss=Hr[b1]. (3d)

These follow from a standard application of the rules
governing addition of angular momenta. Interference
between the Ps I=0 and the Pp I=1 states and
interference between the Ps I=1 and the Pp I=0
states will lead to terms of the form

(3e)

and finally interference between outgoing Sp I=0 and
Ss I=1 states will lead to a term of the form

frspp=PXQ[cruq+copr’ue+csupr]

fspss=HQ[due]. (3f)
I T T
60}~ -
a0 -
- 20 -]
o | :
o] | 2 3 4

P in units where mq =1

F1c. 2. 1S, final-state factor 42(P) versus P.
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Target

e
Cyclofron Magnet Transit

Fic. 3. Neutron-beam geometry and collimation.

These are the only terms present in the total tran-
sition probability

f=Frotfret fspt fsst fropot fopss

if conditions (A), (B), and (C) are valid. Note that the
interference terms have the property of changing sign
under the transformation Q— —! (ug — —pno,
u— —u), whereas the other terms are invariant under
this transformation.

1S, p-p Final-State Interaction

To calculate %(P), the 1S, proton-proton interaction
was assumed to be described by a potential V (r) of the
form

V=+4w; 0<r<r,,
V=—=Vo; 7.Zr<ro,
V=e/r; r>r.

Vo and 7o were set to give the correct 15, scattering
length and effective range for 7,=0.355 (in units in
which the pion mass 7,=1). The value of  appropriate
to the above interaction, is z=vy;(r.)/¥o(r.), Where ¥;
is the S-wave solution to Schrédinger’s equation for the
above potential and y, is the S-wave solution for V
everywhere 0. #2(P) is shown in Fig. 2.

Effect of 3-3 Resonance

Mandelstam® has developed a resonance theory
applicable to single-pion production in energy regions
where the cross section is dominated by the 3-3
resonance. While this experiment was done with a
neutron beam of energy <450 MeV, considerably below
the energy necessary for the reaction N4+N — N*+N,
it would be interesting to see how much of the near-
threshold behavior can be attributed to the broad
resonance.

Mandelstam’s theory assumes that all = production
takes place through states in which the 7 is in an I=%
state with respect to one nucleon. This has the im-
mediate effect of forbidding the I=1 transition
8Po—>1Soso and all 7=0 transitions. These transitions,
however, are the only ones favored by the nucleon-
nucleon final state interaction in Table I. It is clear
that any attempt to apply Mandelstam’s theory near

§S. Mandelstam, Proc. Roy. Soc. (London) A244, 491 (1958).
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to threshold should include the transitions

8Py — 1S0s0,
381 —1Sop1,
$D1—1Sop1,

in addition to those Mandelstam uses in his theory.
Since Mandelstam’s states are defined by a different
coupling scheme, this is a rather extensive job and it
was felt best to treat it in a separate paper. The present
paper will therefore only include comparisons with the
theory of Gell-Mann and Watson.

EXPERIMENT
Beam

Figure 3 shows the beam setup. The circulating
proton beam of the 450-MeV Chicago synchrocyclotron
struck a %-in.X%-in. Be target located on a 76-in. radius
orbit. Neutrons produced forward with respect to this
circulating beam passed through a gate valve V, a
1-in. slab of lead L, two collimators A and B resting in
a 6-in. hole in the rotary shield S, a magnet M, and
finally a 9-in. liquid-hydrogen bubble chamber C. The

 PNEOMATIC
) /ACTUATOR
o 7O\
/ [: .
H, RES
. N RES
i1
T : PHOTO
— ‘E — — ©AFFLASH
ON 0
T . FERMI INSTITUTE U OF C
x H, BUBBLE CHAMBER 23 CM DIA §
(a)
Flash Lamp
A

(b)

Fic. 4. (a) Bubble chamber in its magnet. (b) Schematic
diagram of bubble-chamber optical system.
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Fi1c. 5. Photograph from view II of an event. Recoil protons
from the wall and from the hydrogen are evident.

lead slab eliminated most of the y-ray component of
the beam; the collimators defined the beam to a small
angle and the magnet was used to deflect any charged
component. Collimators A and B were lead cylinders
6 in. in diameter. A was 3 ft long and had a %-in. hole
along its axis. B was 1} ft long and had a £-in. axial
hole. In addition, a 1-m long }-in. diameter thin-walled
stainless-steel pipe H filled with paraffin was inserted
into the hole in A to harden the beam by scattering out
low-energy (<100 MeV) neutrons.

The beam was aligned as follows:

The shield S was rotated until the line ab was tangent
to the 76-in. cyclotron orbit circle. A transit in the
experimental area was sighted along line ¢b and the
target moved on the 76-in. orbit circle until it appeared
in the center of the transit field of view. The transit
was then locked in place and used to determine the
beam line in the experimental area.

Bubble Chamber

Figure 4(a) is a drawing of the hydrogen bubble
chamber and its magnet. This magnet maintained the
chamber in a field of 24.34-0.2 kG uniform within 39,
over the illuminated volume of the chamber. The
magnet was positioned so that the beam line bisected
the 2-in. gap and passed roughly through the center of
the chamber.

The elements of the bubble chamber with its asso-
ciated optics, important for the description of this
experiment, are shown schematically in Fig. 4(b). The
bubble chamber is a 9-in. diameter stainless-steel
cylinder 6 in. deep. The ends are closed by two parallel
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glass windows perpendicular to the chamber axis 44’.
Light from a flash tube at 4 is brought to a focus at 4’
in the plane of the camera lens by a single 10-in. plano-
convex lens placed just outside the chamber on the 4
side. The reference coordinate system is established by

* three fiducial crosses etched on the inside of the window

adjacent to 4’. These crosses F4, Fp, and F¢ form an
equilateral triangle. There is a fourth cross F at the
centroid of this triangle. Three camera lenses are
mounted at the vertices of the equilateral triangle
Cr Cir Cm on a plate passing through A’. In the
cryostat construction, this plate is rigidly connected
to the vacuum window and sealed to the rest of the
system in a spherical seat. The camera plate can be
moved parallel to itself in two directions. In the optical
alignment, a telescope with an illuminated reticle is
mounted at the centroid of C; Crr Crir with its axis
perpendicular to the plate. The camera plate is moved
via the spherical seal until it is parallel to the front
bubble-chamber window, then translated wuntil the
telescope cross hair coincides with the image of F and
finally rotated about the axis 44’ to a point where
F4Fp is parallel to Cr Cyir. The right-handed coordi-
nate system used in the data reduction routine has its
origin at F4, positive x axis along F4Fp, and 2z axis
parallel to 44’. The cameras are mounted so that the
film is parallel to, and the lens axes are all perpendicular
to, the lens plate. The neutron beam in this experiment
passed near to the center of the chamber in a direction
close to the negative x axis of the fiducial coordinates.

The beam intensity was set for approximately 15
elastic proton recoils per picture. Figure 5 is a photo-
graph showing the fiducial crosses F 4, Fp, and F¢, some
recoil protons from the wall of the chamber and from
the hydrogen, and a =~ production event. Altogether
338 500 sets of three stereographic pictures were taken
of which 296000 were of acceptable quality for
scanning.

Scanning Procedure
1. 7~ Events

All usable film was scanned twice. Comparing results
from the same film by different scanners showed that
the average efficiency exceeded 96%,. Except for
possible systematic biases, this implies a double scan
efficiency of over 99.89,. All frames said to contain 7~
events (n-+p— p+p+r~) were checked for authen-
ticity. By correlating the track density, and angular
and curvature information contained in a picture, a
knowledgeable observer could separate =~ events from
all possible background in over 999, of the frames
checked.

In order to check for a systematic bias against seeing
a particular configuration, all frames which were listed
by only one of the two scanners (singles) were examined.
These singles were 12.79, of the total number of events
listed. Of these 489, contained no valid event. The
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remaining 529, could be broken into roughly four
categories::

(a) 32%—events which occurred in a region of very
high background. This does not represent a bias against
a particular configuration, but could cut the over-all
scanning efficiency.

(b) 23%—the 7~ track was short and difficult to see.

(c) 109—the tracks of the two protons were nearly
superimposed on each other.

(d) 359,—clearly visible events which were hard to
miss. Probably the bulk of these events were seen by
both scanners, but one of them recorded the frame
number incorrectly.

Error type (d) is clearly one which will be randomly
distributed about the events, and the chance of two
scanners making a frame number error on the same
frame is indeed small. The seriousness of error types
(b) and (c) can be estimated by seeing how many of
these types were seen by both scanners. It was found
that the average scanning efficiency for type (b) events
was 899, and 94.59, for events of type (c). The double
scanning efficiency, then, for both types (b) and (c)
was probably in excess of 98.5%, and can, for all
practical purposes be considered 100%,.

Let 1o be the vertex (singular point) of a =~ event.
All events for which xo<41 cm were discarded as
being too short for accurate measurement or positive
identification. The density of singular points as a
function of x in the region 1<x#<17 can be fitted by
a constant distribution with a x? of 10 (expected 16).
Thus, there is no statistically significant variation of
scanning efficiency with x. The background, however,
is much higher near the upstream chamber wall than
in the center or downstream region, due to the large
number of recoil protons which emerge from the wall
of the chamber. The magnetic field tends to sweep
these protons out of the beam line and by the center
of the chamber the background density is only about
half of what it is in the upstream region. This shows
the scanning efficiency was not a function of
background.

Altogether 5208 7~ events were found and checked.
As a consequence of the above considerations, it was
felt that there were no significant systematic scanning
biases or errors.

2. Recoil Events

The reaction #4p — n+p was used to monitor the
neutron beam both as to intensity and energy dis-
tribution. Many such elastic recoil protons can be seen
in Fig. 5. The energy of the incoming neutron is deter-
mined by a measurement of the recoil proton mo-
mentum if the neutron direction is known. The
momentum of the recoils can be most accurately meas-
ured for very long tracks. For this reason, it was
decided to scan the film for recoil proton tracks starting
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in the region ACDE and ending past the line GF H
in view II (see Fig. 5).

In all, 3.39, of the pictures, uniformly distributed
throughout the film were scanned for such ‘recoil
events” by one scanner who found 3081 of them. The
efficiency for finding these recoils was determined by
checking 149 of this scanned film, and the results in
computing the intensity were scaled to unit efficiency.
It was found that there existed a 39, background due
to the reaction

nt+p— w0,

These events were subtracted from the total number
found. After all corrections were made, it was estimated
that there were 3350 (£99%) recoil events in 3.39, of
the film. The 99, error is due to statistics, uncertainty
in scanning efficiency, and events which start so near
to lines AC or DE that it could not be decided whether
they were inside ACDE or not.

DATA REDUCTION
Measurement

The three stereo views of each event were projected
in turn at twice life-size on a measuring table. This
table is equipped with a fine cross hair movable in two
dimensions and linked to encoders that record on paper
tape. The number of bits corresponding to the full
range in both the x and y directions is 10 000. In
measuring an event, the operator superimposes the
cross hair on the images of the F4 and Fp fiducial
marks, the singular point, and three other points along
each track. The cross hair coordinates are punched on
paper tape (via a foot switch) at each superposition
and the procedure is repeated for each view.

Track Analysis

Physically, a 7~ event is completely specified when
the coordinate ry of the singular point, the three-
momentum vectors (P; and P, of the two protons and
P, of the 7~ meson) of the final-state particles and the
momentum P, of the incident neutron are known. The
twelve components of Py, Py, P, and P, are not
independent but are constrained to obey the four
conservation equations of momentum and energy:

Pn= P1+P2+P1r )
(Mn2+P"2)1/2= (M2+P12)1/2+ (M2+P22)1/2
+ a2 A

(M ,=neutron mass, M =proton mass, #,=7" mass).
Thus, if nothing is known about P,, the eight inde-
pendent parameters Py, P,, P, and Ps, can be used
along with ro to completely specify the event. If the
direction of P, is known but not its magnitude the
singular point plus six independent parameters, such
as P; and P,, specify the event.
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The function of the analyzing program is to construct
an event in space, determined by ro and the independent
momentum variables, corresponding to the points
measured on the three stereo projections of this event.
The singular point’s coordinates in space can be found
directly from the coordinates of its three projections.
The momentum variables are chosen so that the spatial
curves determined by the singular point and these
variables have projection patterns which pass as close
to the measured points as possible in all views in the
sense of a least-squares fit. The orbits are helices
modified by energy loss corrections. The details of this
fitting program for both six and eight free parameters
will appear in another journal.

All 7~ events were first analyzed with an arbitrary
incoming neutron direction using eight free parameters.
The output of this program was used to determine the
direction of the neutron beam N with respect to the
bubble-chamber fiducial coordinate system. Using this
value of IV, the events were then processed through a
program in which there were six free momentum
parameters. The output of both programs included the
frame number of the event ro, the lengths of the three
tracks, the value of the momenta, and a goodness-of-fit
parameter x2

On the basis of the x? for an event and the lengths of
the tracks involved a confidence level parameter was
defined. All events for which this parameter had too
low a value were remeasured and reprocessed. At the
end of this initial measurement and the subsequent
remeasurement 4079 of the 5208 events identified were
accepted. In 929 of these events the results of the six
parameter program were retained for comparison with
theory. In the remaining 8%, the answers given by the
eight parameter program were used. For these 8%, it
was decided that the initiating neutron had scattered
before undergoing reaction (2a). These events off
secondary neutrons were signaled by having a poor x?
for the six parameter fit and a good x? for the eight
parameter fit. Also a large percentage of them had
singular points outside the region of the main neutron
beam.

Neutron Beam Spectrum

All recoil events found were measured and analyzed.
The computer output included the recoil proton’s
momentum P,, the laboratory energy T of the incoming
neutron, calculated on the assumption that its initial
momentum P, was parallel to NV, and a goodness-of-fit
parameter x2. These events were divided into two
classes, depending on whether their energy was greater
or less than T, the threshold for =~ production. Those
events for which T'<T', were counted to see what
fraction of the total number of recoil events were in
this class, but were otherwise ignored.

All events for which I'>T, were remeasured. A
comparison of the results of the two measurements of
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each event determined the resolution function
Ry (T',T:), defined so that Ry (7”,T;)dT" is the proba-
bility that a track corresponding to an energy T is
measured to have an energy within a range d7” of 7.

In addition to imprecise measurements, multiple
Coulomb scattering also contributes to the energy
resolution. In order to calculate this effect it was
assumed that the hydrogen existed in the form of free
atoms and that the Coulomb scattering could be
treated in Born approximation. On this basis the effect
of multiple Coulomb scattering was described in terms
of a Gaussian resolution function Rg(T;,T), where
Rs(T;,T)dT; is the probability that an event of energy
T leaves a track in the chamber corresponding to an
energy within a range d7'; of T;. The width of this
Gaussian for the available track lengths was 14.3 P,/ M
MeV. This varied from 12.0 to 15.5 MeV over the
energy range I'>T, Both multiple-scattering and
measurement errors can be combined to yield a total
resolution function

R(T’,T) = /dTr,Rs(T“T)RM(T’,Tl) .

The measured values of T were divided into 42 bins;
the rth bin contained all events for which 7, <T< T ;1.
If the number of incoming neutrons within a range dT
of energy T is (dN/dT)dT and ANg(r) is the number
of events in the rth bin, then

Tr+1 dN
ANz()=N, / ar’ / dTR(T',T)—
T, aT

x[ dwe@,r)(gg)T. @

€(8,T) is the probability that a proton which recoils
from an incoming neutron scattered through an angle 8
in the center of the mass will satisfy the visual criteria
to be counted as a ‘‘recoil event.” N, is the number of
target proton per (centimeter)? in the region ACDE
and (do/dw)r is the n-p differential cross section at
laboratory energy 7T. €(,T) is a purely geometric
factor which was calculated by Monte Carlo techniques.

Define
o(T)= / dwe(é,T)(Z—:)T.

g(T) can be calculated from the measured® values of
do/dw at T=260, 300, 380, 400, 580 MeV. Figure 6
shows a plot of g(T) versus 7. A broken line function is
used to interpolate between the various measured
points.

In order to calculate an analytic expression for
(@N/dT), the spectrum was assumed to be of the

' W. M. Hess, Rev. Mod. Phys. 30, 368 (1958).
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Fic. 6. Effective n-p cross section g(7’) versus 7.

following form:

To<T<310MeV; (dN/dT)=constant=R
310<T<Tn (@N/dT)=polynomial in T with
=442.5MeV; 5 free parameters whose slope at
310 MeV=0 and whose value at
310 MeV is R and at T, is 0.0
T>Tn; (dN/dT)=0.0.

This form was fitted to ANz(r) using least squares.
Figure 7 show a plot of (dN/dT) versus T, subject to
the normalization

anN
/(———)dT:l (for T in units m,=1).
T

R was chosen so as to best fit the data from 220 to 310
MeV.

It will be noted that (dN/dT) as calculated possesses
some rather extreme features such as a very sharp
minimum at 324 and a shoulder at 350 MeV. These,
very likely, are spurious effects caused by the fact that
this spectrum is looked at with rather poor resolution.
This experiment can hardly distinguish between a
curve that wiggles many times within the resolution
width and one that is flat. The resolution is also in-
sufficient to see if the peak at 400 MeV might have
some kind of fine structure, say, a flat top with sharp
shoulders. Because of this the calculated curve for
(dN/dT) can probably be in error by as much as =4-0.2
at any given energy.

Measurement of the recoil events not only yields
information about the neutron energy spectrum, but
also constitutes a measurement of (do/dw) for a certain
range of angles. From Eq. (4)

oo f(Syon(s), o

dNr/d(cosd) is the density of events as a function of
cosf. The function ¢(8,T) (do/dw)r can, to good approxi-
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mation, be written in the form
€(8,T) (do/dws)r=k(8)g(T)

in the energy range T0<7T<T,. With this approxi-
mation, Eq. (5) reduces to

dN r/d(cosb)~k(B).

Figure 8 shows a comparison of %(#) determined from
the data at 400 MeV with the histogram of dN z/d(cos6).
It is seen that these data are consistent with previous
measurements of do/dw.

The average cross section for recoil events in the
region 7> T is

Tm aN Tm aN
dp= / dT(——)g(T) / / dT(—)=9.71 mb.
Ty dT To dT

This value will be used to place the 7~ cross sections
on an absolute basis.

COMPARISON OF THEORY AND EXPERIMENT
Form of the Distribution Function

The = events are described in terms of a distribution
function F(T,r,up,uq,u). up, we, and u are the cosines
defined in the theoretical section; T is the incoming
neutron laboratory energy; r=Q/Qm, where Qn is the
maximum 7~ momentum at energy T'; and Q= |Q]|.

Fdeypd}leq)

is the probability of a 7~ event within ranges d7T, dr,
dup, dug, and d® about T, 7, up, pe, u. P is the relative
azimuth between P and Q.

T T T T T T

(dN/dT)

08

02

320 360

T(MeV)

Q
28 % 400

440
S T

m

F16. 7. Neutron differential energy spectrum dN/dT
versus 7" used in analysis.
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F16. 8. Recoil proton angular spectrum dN g/d(cosf)
versus cosf. )

d®=du/(1—pp*—pe*—u*+2urueu)'.

F is related to the transition probability f as follows:

1/dN\ |
FdTdupdrdued ~—(——)dT—~[Qm3Pr2(S——Q)dr]

B:\dT/ Q
Xdupduedd. (6)

B is the relative velocity of the incoming nucleons in
the center-of-mass system. S is the total center-of-mass
energy and Q= (14+Q?"2 is the energy of the =~. The
factor (1/Q) is the square of the normalization factor
for the boson wave function. P and Q are related to S
by the equation of energy conservation which can be
written as

S= (1-+ Q)+ (43 PQor (7)
to excellent approximation in the energy range T,:<T
<T. MeV.

It is convenient to define
dS=(2/8:) (1/D[0n*Pr(S—Q)dr]

and refer to it as an element of phase space (although
properly only the term in square brackets comes from
phase space) and to an integral of the form /¥dS as an
integral of ¥ over phase space. Also let

d*V= ddedydeQd‘I’
d*O=dupduedd.
With these definitions, relation (6) reduces to
Fd*V = (dN/dT)dT fdSd*0 , (8)

where the constant of proportionality has been absorbed
in f. It is sometimes convenient to refer to the F dis-

and
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tribution integrated over one or more of its independent
variables. Such distributions will be denoted by writing
F as a function of its remaining variables. For example,
F(r,T)= S Fd*0.

In the section on theory it was shown that the total
transition probability can be written as the sum of
partial probabilities

f=frotfretfspt fsst froppt fopss, (92)
where each term is of the form
f)‘= G\ (P;Q)H)\ (F‘P)MQW) . (9b)

The G’s are functions of the momentum variables only,
the H’s are polynomials in the angle variables, and A
can stand for any of the subscripts appearing in (9a).
It is convenient to define the integrals

A dedTG (P,0)dS
2= | e ,0)ds,

and rewrite Egs. (3a) to (3f) as follows:

frpo=(PQ*/App)[apptas’ Burt—1)
+ai’ (Bug?—1)+ad (3u2—1)

+as' (urueu—1)], (10a)
fpe= (P*/Aps)[ap.+By (Burr—1)], (10b)
Fsp=(B*Q*/Asp)[asptr:' Bue®—1)], (10c)
fss= (B*/Ass)ass, (10d)

frspp=(P*Q/Apspp)[2¢1 no+66' upuo+6ciupu], (10€)
Fspss= (B*Q/Aspss)[2d1 ng]. (10f)

The constants that appear in (10a) to (10f) are related
to those in (3a) through (3f) by

’ ’ ’ ’
aApp—Q2 —03 —Q4 —a5p 3&2’ 30:3/
1= ; Qe=—; ag=-——,
App Apy Apy
30[4' 9(15'
a=—; ag=—;
APp APp

B1=(aps—B2)/Aprs; Ba=3By/Aps;

1= (asp—72)/Asp; Y2=3v2'/Asp;
d1=(ass/Ass);

c1=2¢1"/Apspp; €2=60y/Ap.pp; ¢3=6c5"/Ap,pyp;
d1=(2d\//Aspss).

With these definitions the following normalization
conditions hold for all A:

dN
/ (—)dTGde =1
ar

/d“’@H)\=81ra>‘ (note: apspp=as,5,=0). (11b)

(11a)
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Sp~

T T
b-Sp
“}-Sp lresolution folded in)

-Ss F16. 9. (a) Theoretical forms of
“ot Ss (resolution folded in) | the Ss, Pp, Ps, Ps distribution

R § versus 7. (b) Same as Fig. 10(a)
for Sp and Ss in the region 0.9<r.
Also shown are the modifications
due to resolution.

The distribution F can be expected to describe the
density of events only if the tracks are measured with
perfect accuracy. In order to estimate the resolution
with which the various parameters describing an event
are measured, 700 events distributed uniformly through
the whole sample were remeasured and the old and new
results compared. If the resolution function for parame-
ter » is assumed to have the form

e—(v—v')zﬂaz

Rew)= 2m)\ g

the following widths were obtained:

Parameter o
T 3 MeV
7 0.007
up 0.01
uQ 0.008
u 0.01

As with recoil events, multiple scattering also limits
the accuracy of the parameters determined by meas-
uring a 7~ event. The size of this effect was calculated
to correspond to a Gaussian resolution function of
widths:

Parameter o
T 6.5 MeV
7 0.011
up 0.013
1o 0.010
o 0.014

It is seen from the form of F as a function of the
angle variables, namely low-order polynomials in the
various u’s, that all peaks and valleys in their distri-
bution will occur over ranges of these parameters very
large compared to the corresponding o’s, so that the
effect of finite resolution can be neglected. The same
is not true for the variables T and #. To illustrate how
resolution modifies the distribution of these parameters,
consider Eq. (6) integrated over © and T' with (9a)
and (9b) substituted for f. It is seen that the distri-

r
(b)

bution of 7 is of the form

1 dN as
F(r)=— /d3®dTF= > [dT(M)axGx—
8r A aT dr

= ; a)\F)‘ (7’) .

Figure 9(a) is a graph of F\(r) versus 7 for the Ps,
Pp, Sp, and Ss transitions. The Sp and Ss distributions
show very sharp peaks near =0.99. The finite resolu-
tion rounds these peaks as shown on an expanded scale
in Fig. 9(b). The peaks in the distribution F(T) are
also rounded off. In comparing the theoretical distri-
bution with the experimental data, the resolution in
“#’ and ‘T was folded into F.

To see if all the fy are actually present in F, F(r,T)
was fitted to the experimental results by means of a
maximum likelihood calculation

aN P2 P2
F(f,T)dde= (E)deS[ap,, +ap—

Pp Ps

h2Q2 hZ
+a’SpA +ass ] (12)

Sp Ss

If the normalization condition
/F(r,T)drdT=1

is imposed, it follows from (11a) that

apytapstas,tas,=1. (13)

Equation (13) was imposed as a constraint on the
parameters in the likelihood calculation. a¢p, at maxi-
mum likelihood had the value 0.002 with a standard
deviation of 0.018, a value clearly consistent with 0.
This says that the intensity of the Ps transitions is far
too small to be detected by this experiment. Thus, aps
and B; were set equal to zero and the number of free
parameters associated with the final state was reduced
by 2. Note that if the Ps amplitudes were rigorously
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zero then the PsPp interference terms (c1; ¢s;¢s)
would also necessarily be zero, but it is well known that
weak transitions can lead to appreciable interference
terms so that it was not felt that ¢, ¢s, and ¢; could be
safely ignored.

With the elimination of the Ps terms there remain
12 parameters to describe the final state, subject to
normalization condition (13) with ap,=0. These
parameters and the associated error matrix were found
by comparing the theoretical form of the final state,
Egs. (10a) through (10f), with the experimental data
by means of a maximum likelihood calculation. The
result of this search in parameter space is as follows:

fro=P2Q*(1.3240.13)+(0.924-0.21)
+(—0.052:0.21)pg?+ (— 0.132-0.19) 22
+(0.76=£0.48)uprrq],
Fsp= 20 (—0.112£0.045) 4 (1.32--0.08)ug?],
fss=H(0.254-0.03)],
Fpepp=POL(0.1720.06)uq+ (0.37=£0.16)pr%uq
+(—0.2240.10)uur],
fspss=HQ[(0.730.04)uo],
F(r,T,pp,uqu)d®V
= (1/8wA ;) (AN /dT)dT fdSd*® ,
Ag,=35.25.

(14a)

(14b)

The listed uncertainties were calculated by standard
procedures from the error matrix.
With this definition of F and f, it follows that

Tm
/ deF(r,T,up,uQ,u)drd3®= 1. (14c¢)
To

In all the above equations it is assumed all momentum
variables and masses are expressed in units where
ma=1.

F is related to the differential #— production cross
section in the Ath channel doy(7,T,up,uq,ux) as follows:

dN Tm dN
(—> dTdo\(r,T ,up,uq,m) = F\d*V / dT(——) R
aT ar

To

Tm aN Tm dN
o (e [ ().
Ty aT o aT
or is the total 7= production cross section at energy 7.
The value of & can be found directly by comparing
the number of =~ events with T'<T,, per gram track
length in H, with the number of recoil events for the

same track length and in the same energy range. The
value of & is

(15)

where

5=253.34+4.8 ub.
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One-Dimensional Distributions

Figure 10(a) is a graph of N(T) [N (»)=4079F (»)]
found from the likelihood fit (smooth curve) and the
experimental distribution (the histogram). While the
two curves do not agree within statistics, it was felt
that this disagreement was a reflection of the rather
poor determination of (dN/dT), rather than an indi-
cation that the theory is incorrect. If (dN/dT) (Fig. 7)
was 109, lower -at its peak, with a corresponding
increase in width, the two curves of Fig. 10(a) would be
compatible. Such an overestimate is quite possible in
view of the limited resolution in the neutron spectrum
measurement.

Figure 10(b) is the corresponding graph for N (7).
Here the agreement between theory and experiment is
within statistics, except for the region »>0.9, which
will be considered in more detail later. This agreement
represents a fairly good check on the theory, since only
two parameters could be varied to optimize the fit,
namely, ap, and as, (ep,=0 and as,=1—ap,—as,).
Writing Eq. (12) with ¢p,=0

AN 72 P2 R
F(r,T)drdT=(d—T)deS[——+app( —-)

Ss APp ASs

h2Q2 h2
2]
Asp Ass
It is interesting to look at the above equation,
integrated over T at r=0.85.

F(r=0.85)dr= (1.96—0.125a p,~+0.115a,)dr.

Since both ap, and ag, must be greater than 0 and
less than 1 [see (13)], F(r=0.85) must lie between
1.83 and 2.07. In other words, the value of F(r) at
r=0.85 is 1.95 (1=£0.06), if this theory is valid, inde-
pendent of any parameter. In this region, the experi-
mental data does agree with the theory to 1% standard
deviations.

Figures 10(c), 10(d), and 10(e) show both the
theoretical and experimental distributions of the angle
variables. The theoretical distributions are

F(up)=1+4(0.13820.016) 3us*—1),
F(ug)=14(0.64924-0.027)uq
+(0.245£0.017) (3ug?—1),
F(u)=1+(0.0142-0.016) (3u2—1).

They are in good agreement with the experimental
results. In particular there is no evidence that higher
powers of the various cosines are needed in F.

It is interesting to display the directional correlation
of the two outgoing protons. Since the protons are
much more massive than the =—, those configurations
where they are nearly parallel correspond to the 7~
having at least 859, of the available kinetic energy.
Such unbalanced distributions are suppressed by phase
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F1c. 10. One-dimension distributions N (v) versus » for »=T, 7, up, ug, u, and . The maximum-likelihood
results are shown along with the experimental results.

space. The only configuration at all close to equi-
partition corresponds to cos(y) close to —1, where ¢
is the angle between the two protons. This effect is
shown in Fig. 10(f), where the distribution of cos(y)
has been plotted.

Figure 11 shows the distribution N (r) for #>0.9 and
a histogram of the experimental data in this region. It
seems clear that there is a systematic departure of the
theoretical curve from the experimental results. This
disagreement may have a physical explanation as
follows: The sharp peak at high » in the Ss and Sp
distributions is due to the attractive 1S, interaction of
the two final-state protons. In calculating the effect
of this interaction the presence of the #~, which also
interacts strongly with the two nucleons, is ignored.

140
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‘80
Fic. 11. N(r) versus »
- for »>0.9.
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The n~-proton interaction may spread out the Ss and
Sp distributions at large 7 enough to account for the
lack of a peak in the experimental data at r=0.985.

Transition Amplitudes

In general, there are not nearly enough constants
defined in the transition probability f to determine the
amplitudes of the various transitions listed in Table I.
If certain assumptions are made, which will be detailed
later, the value of some can be found. In other cases
it is instructive to display a set of amplitudes which
lead to the correct terms in f just to show that the
distribution found by the maximum likelihood search
is consistent with the theory of Gell-Mann and Watson.*
In no case is the assertion made that the amplitudes to
be listed are uniquely determined. Normalization is
chosen so that if ¢ is the amplitude of a transition from
an incoming 25+1L; state then the intensity of this
transition, taken from the numbers given in Eq. (14a),
is [(2j+1)/(2L+1)]|a|®

The situation, with regard to finding amplitudes is
particularly hopeless in the transitions to final Ps
states. There are a large number of such transitions
(three =0 and two 7=1) and the only information in
f about them are the values of the three PsPp inter-
ference terms. The only use that will be made of these
interference terms is to set a lower limit on the amount
of Ps state that is present. Otherwise they will be
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treated as having strictly zero amplitudes and all Ps
and PsPp interference terms will be ignored.

The transitions can be divided into four sets. No
interference occurs between members of different sets.

(a) singlet — singlet,
(b) triplet — singlet,
(c) singlet — triplet,
(d) triplet — triplet.

Since there are no interference terms linking the above
sets, it is clear that each can be assigned an arbitrary
over-all phase with respect to the others.

(a) Incoming singlet to outgoing singlet. There are
no allowed transitions of this type in Table I.

(b) Incoming triplet to outgoing singlet. This in-
cludes the transitions

I=1, 3Py—1S¢s0, amplitude ak;
5S1—1Sop1, amplitude 6,°%Q;

I=0
"|3D1— Sop1, amplitude 8.°%4Q.

These states lead to a transition probability of the form

2G4 | 0|20 Re{a*[b:0—2(1/10)" b Tjuq
+302( | B0+ (1/10)12 3,2
+[1b:0—2(1/10)2 5]
— B0+ (1/10)125,|*Tuc?)).

Comparing this with the relevant terms in (14a) it is

seen that
a*=0.76,

2 Re{a*[b'—2(1/10)2 5,873 =0.73,
3|54 (1/10)12 b 2= —0.11,

3[|6:0—2(1/10)¥2 0|2
— |60+ (1/10)25,0|2]=1.32.  (16d)

It is clear that (16c) cannot be satisfied. This is
because the distribution fg,, which can be written

fsp=1207[0.3340.44(3ug?—1)]

is not positive definite. A possible explanation for this
is that there is a small amount of the transition

I=1, 3Py—1Suds, V)

The interference between (17) and the 3Py — Sos0
transitions would be proportional to A2Q?(3ug®—1) and
would be counted as part of fgp. If the size of this
interference term is 0.11 #2Q2(3uq?—1), just enough to
make the pure Sp contribution positive definite, then
only enough of transition (17) to account for 19 of the
production events need be postulated. If this inter-
ference term is subtracted from fg, then Eqs. (16) will
now read

(16a)
(16b)
(16¢)

amplitude ~A%Q2.

(16¢c)’
(16d)’

3|64 (1/10)255|*=0,
3]8:0—2(1/10)V2 5| =1.00.
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If @ is chosen real and positive to fix the arbitrary
phase, the set of Egs. (16a), (16b), (16c), (16d) have
the solutions

2=0.87,
b0=0.19¢+i#
b= (10)125,0,
where ¢=0.75 rad.

(c) Incoming singlet to outgoing triplet. This set
includes the transitions

I=0: 1P;— 3Py, amplitude dPQ,
1Py—3P1py, amplitude d°PQ,
1Py —3Pypy, amplitude d2PQ.

There are also 7=0 transitions leading to Ps final states
which, as mentioned before, will be ignored.
Defining
N'=—3(1/15)" dy—1dy,
/= (/15 do— ()i
o'=—§(1/15) d+3dy,
the fp, resulting from the above transitions is of the
form

OPPQLIN |2upt+ |V | 2ugt+ | o | 2u?
+2 Re[No"*4-v'o"*+Nv"* Jupugu].
The experimental value of fp, is

Fpp=P*0Y[1.3240.92up*— 0.05u¢2
—0.13u240.76u pugu].

This implies that all of the Pp intensity cannot be
from I'=0 transitions.

(d) Incoming triplet to outgoing triplet. This set
includes the transitions

I=1: 3Po—>3P1ﬁo,
3P1— 3Popy,
3Py —3P1ps,
3P1— 3Pypy,
8Py — 3P1ps,
3Py — 3Pyps,

(18)

amplitude d1,PQ,
amplitude dp PQ,
amplitude duPQ,
amplitude ds1PQ,
amplitude d12PQ,
amplitude ds2PQ.

The I=0 transitions leading to Ps final states will not
be considered.

Defining

a= " dn—3dut3(1/15)" du—3d1e—3 (3)"2 das,

B=3du—3(1/15)"? dy1—3d1a+3 (3)'2 doe,

v=3(1/15)"2 dox+ (3)"? d2z,

0= —3du—3(1/15)"? do+3d1a+3 (3)2 das,

e=— (52 dor+ (1/15)"2 dgy— (3)2 das,

p=3d10—3d1t (3)"2 2,

v=—3%d1—%d1s,

A= (3)" dort3du+3(1/15)"2 dutJdia—5 (3)12 das,

o= —3d1w+3d12+ (5)2 da,
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and
g1=a—7y[*+ [ [242]s |2,
2= | e|2+1p[?,
gs= 18+ |»[?,
5= |a+y[?4|7]2,
gs=1B|?,

the distribution resulting from the above transitions
is of the form

(9/4) PP 1+ (2¢2— g)ne?
+ (293* 41)MP2+ (94— Q1)#2
+ (21— 2g2—2g5+4qs)urueu]. (19)

If the assumption is made the d’=d°=d’=0, i.e.,
the (c) set is absent, then the appropriate values of
the ¢’s to produce the Pp terms in (14a) are

¢1=0.59,
g2=0.50,
¢:=0.28,
¢4=0.53,
¢5=0.315.

Note that under the above assumption the values of
all the ¢’s are positive, in agreement with the positive
definite expressions listed for the ¢’s.

To demonstrate that the experimental fp, is con-
sistent with all the Pp terms being due to /=1 tran-
sitions it is only necessary to show that there exists a
set of amplitudes which will produce the coefficients in
fpp. One such set is

dp=0.19,
doy=—0.35,
du=0,
dn=1.16,
d12=0.04,
dyp=—0.33.

There are many other such sets.

One can use the fact that the form (18) for the /=0
transitions to final Pp states cannot by itself fit the
experimental data to put an upper limit on the amount
of the Pp final state which can be due to these I=0
transitions. The amount of 7=1 Pp final state is found
by integrating (19) over ©.

Intensity = (3¢1+ga+qs+%qa+qs) PO,

Changing the values of d¢’, d1°, and d° from O cannot
change the value of ¢; since (18) has no constant term.
Also since gs, g3, g4, and g5 are positive definite they
cannot be less than 0. This implies that the amount of
I'=1 transition to a final Pp state is >1¢1=0.29= 189,
of the total Pp intensity [see (18)]. Thus the amount
of =0 Pp intensity is <(8242)9% of total Pp
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intensity. That this upper limit can be reached is
demonstrated by the fact that the amplitude set,

I=0: d=—0.0754+0.31i, d?=0.135, dP=1.12,
I=1: d10=—0.31, d01=—0.18, d11=0.16,
d21=0.20, d12=0.16, d22=0.27,

will produce the observed Pp distribution and has 829,
of the intensity in the 7=0 transitions.

The value of the PpPs interference terms in Eq.
(14a) can be used to put a lower limit on the amount
of Ps transition in the sample. The result of this
calculation is that the intensity of the Ps transitions
is greater than or equal to (0.0140.004) P2 This says
that at least 19, of the events belonged to a Ps final
state.

COMPARISON WITH OTHER EXPERIMENTS

If Eq. (15) is integrated over all variables but T and
divided by dN/dT, then

or(T)=axFr(T) fT jm (‘j—z)dT / (%) ,

where o3 (T) is the total cross section in channel X at
energy T. Figure 12 contains a graph of o5, (curve I),
osstop, (curve III), and or=oss+osp,+op, (curve
V).

or can be expressed in terms of the cross section for
transitions between states of definite nucleon-nucleon
isotopic spin as,

— 1 1
or=3zo0tzo11.

On the basis of this experiment alone, it is not possible
to find oo1 and o33 separately, inasmuch as the states
belonging to the Pp channel can result from either 01
or 11 transitions. In the last section it was shown that
at least 189, of the total Pp cross section must be due
to 11 transitions, so that og,+0.180p, (curve II, Fig.
12) is a lower limit to ¢y Moreover, since Sp final
states can only result from 01 transitions, a lower limit
of o5, can be placed on the value of 001 These results
are summarized in the inequality

05:+0.180p,<%2011< 055+ 0pp.

Graphically this means that a plot of }¢11 should lie
somewhere between curves IT and III.

Dunaitsev and Prokoskin3d have measured the cross
section of

o> pto

which is pure o1, in the region from threshold to 635
MeV. Their measured points and experimental errors
in the energy region To<7T<445 MeV are shown by
circles with error flags in Fig. 12. Curve B (dashed line)
is the curve they drew through these points as the best
fit to their data. It does indeed lie between curves II
and IIT except at very low energy. Also shown is curve
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F16. 12. Total cross
sections versus 7.
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A (dashed line) which is their estimate of the contri-
bution of o5, to o11. It is in rather good agreement with
curve I which is g, as found in this experiment.

According to the combined #° and =~ data it appears
that the most likely division of the Pp intensity is
about 409, I=0 and 609, I=1. That the nonresonant
I=0 Pp transition should be comparable to the =1
Pp transitions, the type favored by the 3-3 resonance,
is inconsistent with Mandelstam’s resonance theory
even when modified to include nonresonant states
favored by the final-state nucleon-nucleon interaction.
This casts doubt on the theory’s validity in this low-
energy region. This conclusion, however, is based on
the comparison of absolute cross sections from two
different experiments, and is probably subject to large
experimental error.

The value of o7 at 409 MeV found from this experi-
ment is 908 ub, whereas the value found by Yodh?
at this energy is quoted as 1604-40 ub. Yodh’s angular
distribution, at 409 MeV (for =~ production) is

(1.072£0.39)+ (1.3840.78)uq+ (0.571.40)ue’.

In this experiment the best value for this distribution
with the same normalization is

(0.97-£0.03)+ (0.730.05)q+ (0.88-£0.09)ug?

in substantial agreement with Yodh’s result.

The value found by Pondrom? for the Ps contri-
bution to o1 in the reaction p+p — 7t p-4-n at 450
MeV would indicate that

/ d0fp,> (0.78=:0.19) P2,

This is altogether inconsistent with the value of the Ps

7 G. Yodh, Phys. Rev. 98, 1330 (1955).
8 L. G. Pondrom, Phys. Rev. 114, 1623 (1959).

1
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intensity indicated by this experiment, which is on the
order of 0.015P% for both 7=0 and /=1 transitions.
This reinforces Pondrom’s speculation that he was
really seeing a transition to a final Ds state belonging
to o10.

CONCLUSION

The phenomenological, near-threshold theory of
Gell-Mann and Watson has been subjected to a detailed
test by this experiment. In general, the agreement with
the experimental data is excellent. There is some
indication that there exists an interference term
between two I=1 transitions 3Py— 1S¢so and 3Py —
1Sods, but this is the only manifestation of any orbital
angular momentum states higher than /=1. Also there
exists some discrepancy in the distribution of 7 for
high 7. This may be due to neglecting the effect of the
7 in calculating the modification of the transition
probability introduced by the final-state 1So p-p
interaction.
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In the spirit of the bootstrap hypothesis, a dynamical model is developed for the = hyperon, taking into
account the vA and 72 channels. Born amplitudes for the exchange of A, =, V1* (1385 MeV), V* (1405
MeV), and p form the inputs to dynamical calculations that are based on the matrix ND~! method and are
intended partly as a practical study of this technique. It is shown that the ND™ formalism can be trivially
extended to handle the situation where an input force cut overlaps the unitarity cut below physical threshold.

In the dynamical calculations, the properties of all particles other than the = are taken from experiment,
or, where they are experimentally uncertain, estimated on the basis of current theoretical ideas and then
varied. The cutoff which governs the damping of the input amplitudes at high energies is also varied. It is
found that quite a few combinations of the experimental unknowns and the cutoff do lead to a self-consistent
3%, I=1, mA-r= bound state, identified as the =, with reasonable values for the mass Ms and couplings
graz?/4m and gaz5?/4r. These results favor the conjecture that the = is a composite particle.

I. INTRODUCTION

HE bootstrap idea is that the family of strongly

interacting particles generatesitself. Each particle

is a composite object, being a bound or resonant state of

all the multiparticle systems with which the various

conservation laws allow it to communicate. The binding

forces come from exchange of the strongly interacting
particles themselves; hence the self-generation.

In practice, a realistic calculation which simultane-
ously bootstraps all of the baryons and mesons would
be out of the question. The bootstrap hypothesis can be
tested, however, by selecting some specific particle (4),
and inquiring whether the strongly interacting family
generates if. In other words, we assume that all the
particles other than A already exist with their observed
properties, and try to see whether, in such a universe, a
particle with the quantum numbers of 4 should also
exist as a dynamically produced bound state, and, if so,
what its mass and couplings should be. The mass and
couplings are determined by the self-consistency re-
quirement that the bound state identified as 4 be the
same as the 4 which enters as a force carrier, or as a
constituent of the bound state.

An investigation of this kind, with the Z (1193 MeV,
i+ I=1,5= —1) as guinea pig, is reported in this paper.
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is based on a thesis submitted to the California Institute of
Technology in partial fulfillment of the requirements for the
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The characteristics of the remaining baryons and
mesons are taken from experiment, or, where experi-
mental information is uncertain or nonexistent, are
estimated theoretically and then varied in the computa-
tions. For a given set of assumptions about the other
particles, the “input” 2 mass and couplings are varied
in an ND! dynamical calculation until self-consistency
between the “output” and “input” values is achieved.

Two aims motivate this work : first, to shed some light
on the question of whether the 2 in particular is a
composite object, hence on the question of whether all
the strongly interacting particles are composite;
secondly, but of equal importance, to see what happens
when the matrix D! method! is applied to a practical
example involving several channels and many input
forces.

The first thing to consider in constructing a dynamical
model of the 2 is the question of what this particle
would be made of, and what forces the constituents
would feel. This is discussed in Sec. II. Section III sum-
marizes the scattering theory and the ND! formalism
on which the dynamical calculations are based, and
treats the situation where a “force cut” overlaps the
“unitarity cut” below physical threshold. The Born
amplitudes representing the input forces are tabulated
and commented upon in Sec. IV. Whether the input
forces are attractive or repulsive is determined in Sec. V,
which also explains some aspects of the plan for the
dynamical ¢alculations. The self-consistent results are

17. Bjorken, Phys. Rev. Letters 4, 473 (1960) ; and G. Chew and
S. Mandelstam, Phys. Rev. 119, 467 (1960).



