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recoil protons have the highest energy and are most
easily resolved from the background events.

The measured cross sections can be seen to agree
reasonably well with those calculated except for the
persistently low point at 310 MeV for 90°. The ex-
perimental errors, however, are too large to provide a
reliable check on the CGLN value of p. It seems that
the remaining uncertainties in the interpretation of the
proton Compton effect in this energy region could be
resolved most clearly by a detailed measurement of
the angular distribution at the resonance energy.
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The momentum spectrum of negative pions produced in the reaction y+p — 7~ +=n"4p has been meas-
ured at eight photon laboratory energies from 0.9 to 1.3 GeV at c.m. angles from 7° to 150°. The reaction
was produced in a liquid-hydrogen target illuminated by a bremsstrahlung beam from the Caltech synchro-
tron. The =~ were detected and momentum analyzed with a magnetic spectrometer employing a combi-
nation of scintillation counters and Cherenkov counters. The incident photon energy was fixed by using
the technique of bremsstrahlung subtraction. The cross section for the pseudo-two-body reaction y4p — 7~
+N*(1238)** was obtained by fitting the 7~ momentum spectrum at each angle and energy with a linear
combination of a resonance term and three-body phase space. The angular distribution of the =~ in N*
production shows the small-angle peak and decrease near 0° predicted by the one-pion-exchange (OPE)
model. Gauge-invariant models are in poorer agreement with the data. Moravcsik fits to the angular dis-
tributions are presented, and are extrapolated to obtain a value for the xNN* coupling constant of 23.12.0
GeV~2, in fair agreement with the value obtained from the width of the N*(1238). The total cross section
for pion pair production decreases smoothly from 78.94-2.9 ub at 0.93 GeV to 59.1+5.2 pb at 1.29 GeV,
whereas the N* part of the cross section decreases from 45.02.4 ub to 18.24+3.5 ub over the same range.

There is no strong evidence for formation of the N*(1688) as an intermediate state.

I. INTRODUCTION

VIDENCE for the photoproduction of charged

pion pairs from hydrogen, y+4p — 4=t p, was
first reported in 1954.* Although numerous experimental
investigations of this process have been made since
then, only in the past few years have sufficient data
been obtained to permit comparison with the detailed
predictions of dynamical models. This paper gives the
results of a counter experiment in which momentum
spectra and angular distributions of negative pions
produced in this reaction were measured for incident
photon energies from 0.9 to 1.3 GeV.

A model for the mechanism of this reaction was pro-
posed by Drell in an investigation of the production of
beams of high-energy particles.? The Drell model, or
one-pion-exchange (OPE) model, is based upon the

* Work supported in part by the U. S. Atomic Energy Com-
mission. Prepared under Contract No. AT(11-1)-68 for the San
Francisco Operations Office, U. S. Atomic Energy Commission.

1 Now at Princeton University, Princeton, New Jersey.

1V. Peterson and I. G. Henry, Phys. Rev. 96, 850 (1954).

2S. D. Drell, Phys. Rev. Letters 5, 278 (1960).

amplitude given by the Feynman diagram shown in
Fig. 1. This model predicts that the angular distribu-
tion of the =~ will be peaked strongly forward, but that
the cross section should be small at 0° since the con-
tribution of the OPE diagram vanishes there. In the
pole approximation, the lower vertex in Fig. 1 is given
by the #t— p scattering amplitude for real pions, which
is dominated by the N*(1238) at low excitation energies.

The interesting features predicted by this model
prompted Kilner, Diebold, and Walker® to study =~

F16. 1. Diagram for the one-pion-exchange model of
pion-pair photoproduction.

3J. R. Kilner, R. E. Diebold, and R. L. Walker, Phys. Rev-
Letters 5, 518 (1960).
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Fi16. 2. Laboratory kinematics for photoproduction of a negative
pion from hydrogen at a laboratory angle of 20°. The smooth
curves are lines of constant invariant mass of all final-state
particles other than the detected pion. Each block shows the range
covered in a single bremsstrahlung subtraction and setting of
the spectrometer central momentum. The momentum acceptance
shown was divided into four channels by a counter hodoscope
on the spectrometer.

production from hydrogen at small angles at an in-
cident photon energy of 1.23 GeV. They found that
the cross section exhibits the qualitative features of the
Drell model, but is a factor of 2 or 3 larger than the
prediction. The striking qualitative agreement between
their data and Drell’s predictions suggests that it
would be very interesting to extend the measurements
over a greater energy and angular range. In addition,
one might expect the Drell model to be more successful
in describing the reaction y-+p— 7=+ N*(1238)+
than in describing all charged pion-pair photoproduc-
tion. Investigations in which this quasi-two-body
channel was isolated were recently completed by the
bubble-chamber collaborations at CEA* and DESY?:$
for energies from threshold to 5.5 GeV, and by a
counter group at Stanford” for energies from 0.57 to

4H. R. Crouch et al., in Proceedings of the International Sym-

posium on Electron and Photon Interactions ai High Energies
(Deutsche Physikalische Gesellschaft, Hanau, Germany, 1966),
ol. IL.

5 U. Brall ef al., Nuovo Cimento 41, 270 (1966).

6 German Bubble-Chamber Collaboration, in Proceedings of
the Thirteenth International Conference on High-Energy Physics,
Berkeley, 1966 (University of California Press, Berkeley, Cali-
fornia, 1967).

7J. V. Allaby, H. L. Lynch, and D. M. Ritson, Phys. Rev.
142, 887 (1966).
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0.95 GeV. The work reported here extends the counter
measurements through the energy range where N*(1238)
production is the dominant part of pion-pair produc-
tion. In this energy range we could also look for evidence
of the effect of the third pion-nucleon resonance,
N*(1688), on pion-pair production.

This paper is divided into five parts. Section II
summarizes the experimental method. The apparatus
is described in Sec. III. The analysis of the data is
considered in Sec. IV, where the data are also presented.
The results of this experiment are discussed and com-
pared with other recent experiments and predictions
of the OPE model in Sec. V.

II. EXPERIMENTAL METHOD
A. Procedure

The method of investigation enployed in this ex-
periment has been used in several previous studies of
pion-pair photoproduction.®”-8 Negative pions photo-
produced in a liquid-hydrogen target by a brems-
strahlung beam from the Caltech synchrotron were
detected and their momentum (p) and direction (6)
were measured with a magnetic spectrometer. Because
this information does not suffice to determine the
photon energy (k), data were taken in such a way that
a bremsstrahlung subtraction could be performed: The
m yields obtained at a fixed angle and momentum
but slightly different synchrotron energies were sub-
tracted. The net yield of pions was produced by photons
whose energy was known to lie in a relatively narrow
band. The increment in synchrotron energy used in
this experiment was 50 MeV, chosen as a compromise
between the desire to minimize random errors and the
desire to obtain the best possible resolution in total
cam. energy (W).

The laboratory cross section measured as outlined
above is differential in both pion momentum and angle.
At fixed & and 0, this cross section is essentially a
spectrum of the invariant mass of all undetected final-
state particles, hereafter referred to as the missing
mass (M). This can be visualized by considering the
kinematics for the reaction in the manner shown in
Fig. 2, where contours of M are shown in the k-p
plane for fixed 6.

For each angle at which the cross section was meas-
ured, a set of standard momentum values, separated
by slightly more than the spectrometer acceptance, was
selected. The 7 yield was measured at two synchrotren
energies differing by 50 MeV, and at a subset of these
standard momentum values such that after the brems-
strahlung subtraction the missing mass varied from its
value at the threshold for pion-pair production (1.08
GeV/c?) to about 1.30 GeV/c% These measurements
were made at nine synchrotron energies from 922 to
1330 MeV, and a bremsstrahlung subtraction was per-

8 M. Bloch and M. Sands, Phys. Rev. 113, 305 (1959).



160 CHARGED
THIN 1N CHAMBER SCRAPERS
PRIMARY COLLIMATOR: UCLA. HYDROGEN TARGET
SOUTH BEAM
e SWEEPING MAGNETS

VACUUM JACKET

QUANTAMETER
( SHOWN OUT OF
BEAM LINE )

PION PAIRS

HYDROGEN TARGET

1217

600 MEV/t SPECTROMETER

1200 MEV/c
SPECTROMETER

1u . ]
Vi
// S

HYDROGEN TARGET APPENDIX

F1G. 3. Arrangement of experimental apparatus during the second half of the experiment. During the first half of the
experiment, the sweeping magnet and helium bags close to the hydrogen target were not present.

formed at each pair of adjacent energies, the result
being cross-section measurements at eight average
photon energies from 934 to 1289 MeV. The regions
blocked out in Fig. 2 show the kinematic points selected
in a typical case. The cross section was measured in
this manner at laboratory angles of 4°, 12°, 20°, 44°,
56°, and 84°. Additional measurements were made at
30° and 120° over a limited part of the photon- energy
range.

Momentum spectra calculated from a phenomeno-
logical model were fitted to the laboratory cross sec-
tions thus obtained to determine c.m. cross sections
and to separate the cross section for the pseudo-two-
body channel v+ p— 7+ N*(1238)+* from the com-
plete pion-pair cross section. Angular distributions for
the 7~ in the c.m. system and total cross sections for
charged-pion-pair and (z—— N*) production were also
determined. A detailed discussion of the data analysis
is given in Sec. IV,

B. Reaction Identification

Reactions in which negative pions are photopro-
duced from hydrogen are of the form y+4p— = +X,
where charge conservation requires that X represent
at least two particles. Since we limited the maximum
photon energy to 1.33 GeV and the maximum invariant
mass of the X to 1.3 GeV/¢?, the only reactions which
could contribute to our measured cross sections are
as follows:

y+p— 1 +at+p (1a)
— r+rt+a'4-p (1b)
+rttrt4-n. (1¢)

The combined contribution of reactions (1b) and (1c)
to the negative-pion total cross section we observed is
estimated to be about 1 ub at all energies, less than 29,
of the total cross section. This estimate is based upon
published total cross sections for the three-pion re-
actions® and the assumption that invariant phase
space adequately describes the missing-mass distribu-
tion for these reactions. The good agreement between
our total cross sections and those for pion-pair pro-
duction obtained in the bubble chamber studies gives
us confidence that we have not seriously underestimated
the three-pion contribution. We therefore believe that
we have measured the cross section for reaction (1a)
alone.
III. APPARATUS

A. Photon Beam

The arrangement of experimental equipment is
shown in Fig. 3. The bremsstrahlung beam produced in
a 0.2-radiation-length tantalum radiator was collimated
to a rectangular cross section with half-angles of 1.8
mrad horizontally and 2.2 mrad vertically. The central
beam was not further collimated, but several lead
scraping walls removed photons and charged particles
diverging from the beam line. During the first half of
the experiment, a single sweeping magnet, located just
downstream from the primary collimator, was used to
deflect charged particles from the beam. In the second
half of the experiment, an additional sweeping magnet
with scraping walls at its entrance and exit was added
closer to our hydrogen target. A helium bag from the
exit of this magnet to the entrance window of the hydro-
gen-target vacuum jacket also helped to reduce the
charged-particle content of the beam.
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There were two properties of the beam which had
to be known accurately in order to minimize random
errors in this experiment: the total energy in the beam
during each run, and the change in synchrotron energy
from one run to the next. The bremsstrahlung sub-
traction tended to amplify small errors in these quanti-
ties. In addition, inaccuracies in the shape of the brems-
strahlung spectrum and in the absolute calibration of
the synchrotron energy were potential sources of
systematic error. The methods used to determine each
of these properties of the beam are described below.

The total energy of the bremsstrahlung beam in each
run was monitored with several secondary monitors,
including a thin (0.005-in.-Al) ionization chamber
and a probe measuring the circulating beam in the
synchrotron. These monitors were calibrated absolutely
using a Wilson quantameter® before and after every
run. Analysis of many runs taken under identical
conditions showed that this method of beam monitoring
introduced an rms fluctuation of 19, into the counting
rates. This was generally a small random error compared
with that resulting from counting statistics. The cal-
ibration constant of the quantameter was found to be
in good agreement with the calculated value in a com-
parison with a Faraday cup performed at Stanford
when this experiment was partly completed.!

The energy of the internal electron beam is deter-
mined by measuring the field of the synchrotron magnet.
The energy meter was calibrated electronically’ and
by measuring excitation curves for the reaction
v+p— wt+n with the magnetic spectrometers used
in this experiment.’®*? These calibrations were in good
agreement, and determined the synchrotron energy
with an estimated accuracy of 3%.

The accuracy of the effective increment in synchro-
tron energy from one run to the next depended upon
the differential linearity of the beam-energy meter,
since it was used to adjust the peak field of the syn-
chrotron magnet, and upon the reproducibility of the
peak field from one machine cycle to the next. (The
magnetic field was constant during a single beam dump
to better than 0.29,.) The beam-energy meter was
found to have a maximum error of 2 MeV for a 50-MeV
change, and the synchrotron energy rarely drifted by
more than 2 MeV once the operating conditions were
set. In order to be as insensitive as possible to long-term
drifts, data were obtained as energy scans at fixd p and 6.

The shape of the bremsstrahlung spectrum was
computed using a theory of thick-radiator bremsstrah-
lung developed by Wolverton.!* The photon distribu-

9 R. R. Wilson, Nucl. Instr. Methods 1, 101 (1957).

10 H, A. Thiessen, Phys. Rev. 155, 1488 (1967).

1 H. A. Thiessen, California Institute of Technology Syn-
chrotron Laboratory Internal Report No. CTSL-21, 1966
(unpublished).

12§, D. Ecklund and R. L. Walker, Phys. Rev. 159, 1195 (1967).

13 An account of this work is in preparation. F. B. Wolverton
kindly provided a computer program for performing the
calculations.
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tion, differential in energy and angle, was integrated
over the aperture defined by our primary collimator
to obtain the spectrum. Wolverton estimates his
calculation is accurate within 29;. We believe that the
error in the area of the net bremsstrahlung spectrum
was dominated by uncertainties in the synchrotron
energy, and not by inaccuracies in the spectrum.

B. The Hydrogen Target and Spectrometers

The hydrogen target used in this investigation has
been employed in many previous experiments.!%1?
The liquid hydrogen is contained in a cylindrical
(3-in.-diameter) Mylar cup, with its axis normal to
the direction of the bremsstrahlung beam.

Two magnetic spectrometers viewed the hydrogen
target; they were operated independently to measure
the == yield at two angles simultaneously. Each of
these spectrometers consisted of a wedge shaped,
uniform-field magnet and a system of scintillation
counters and Cherenkov counters. The 1200 MeV/c
spectrometer was used to measure the =~ yield from
4° to 44° in the laboratory, over a momentum range
of 450 to 1200 MeV/c. The counter system of this
spectrometer included a freon threshold Cherenkov
counter which effectively provided 1009, discrimina-
tion against the large electron flux at small angles.
The 600 MeV/c spectrometer was used to measure the
yield from 30° to 120°, covering a momentum range of
250 to 600 MeV/c. A counter to discriminate against
electrons was not included on this spectrometer, result-
ing in a contamination of the cross section estimated to
be less than 59, in the worst case (largest angle). The
600 MeV/c spectrometer, including the counters and
associated electronics, has recently been described by
Thiessen; a description of the 1200-MeV/¢ spectrom-
eter was given by Ecklund and Walker.?? These authors
also described the techniques used to determine the
momentum calibration and resolution functions of the
spectrometers. It should be emphasized that the
resolution functions of the spectrometers were ac-
curately known, enabling us to make an absolute cross-
section measurement.

IV. RESULTS
A. Yield

We define the negative-pion yield per equivalent
quantum, ¢, as follows:

Eo d2(7
o* (Eop,0) = Eo f dk N (b E)——,
Fm dpdQ

where FEo=synchrotron energy, kn(p,6)=minimum
photon energy required to produce a 7~ of momentum
p at angle 6, N(k,Eo)dk=number of photons with
energy in the interval & to k4-dk per unit energy of the
beam, d?/dpdQ(k,p,0)=laboratory cross section for

2



160

7~ production per unit momentum and unit solid angle
by a photon of energy k. This quantity, which has the
dimensions of a cross section per unit momentum and
solid angle, was computed from the counting rates and
known instrumental parameters:

EC

o* (E(”p:a) =)
1DpuAQAp

3)

where C(Eo,p,0)=number of 7~ counted per unit
energy of the photon beam, n=pion detection efficiency,
D=effective length of the hydrogen target, pz=proton
density in the target, AQ=total angular aperture of the
spectrometer, Ap=total momentum acceptance of the
spectrometer. Since the counting rate is actually an
integral of o¢* over the momentum and angular
resolution functions of the spectrometer, d?s/dpdQ
must be regarded as the cross section averaged over
these functions.

A number of corrections were included in the factors
appearing in Eq. (3): (1) The spectrometer acceptance
was corrected for pion decay. Since pions and muons
were indistinguishable, a Monte Carlo program was
used to calculate the acceptance for pions which decay
in flight. The cutoff for the high-momentum tail of
this resolution function was determined from the kine-
matics of pion-pair production. The net correction to
the stable-particle resolution function was typically
10%. (2) Nuclear scattering of pions in the matter
along their flight path caused a loss of events. The 7t
attenuation was determined for the spectrometers by
Thiessen® and by Ecklund and Walker.? The 7~
attenuation was obtained from their results by taking
account of differences in the =t and 7= scattering
cross sections. The correction varied from 59, to 109
for the 600-MeV/¢ spectrometer, and from 109, to 139,
for the 1200-MeV/c spectrometer. (3) Accidental
coincidences, deadtime losses, and other electronic
inefficiencies were less than 29,. (4) A correction for
the cylindrical geometry of the hydrogen target was
included in the calculation of the integral of the brems-
strahlung spectrum over the collimator aperture. With
this procedure, D was just the diameter of the hydrogen
target.

The yields thus obtained were corrected for pions
produced in material other than the liquid hydrogen
by subtracting yields measured with the target empty.
The empty-target yield varied from 1009, of the full-
target yield at threshold to as low as about 109, at
most angles. At 4°, the empty-target yield was never
less than about 309, of the full-target yield because
the spectrometer could detect pions produced in the
Mylar windows of the hydrogen-target vacuum jacket.
The total time spent measuring the background at 4°
was nearly equal to the time spent with the target full.

A typical pair of yield curves obtained at a fixed
angle is plotted in Fig. 4. These data are for a point
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F16. 4. Typical 7= yield curves obtained at a #— laboratory angle
of 12° with the 1200-MeV/c spectrometer.

where the cross section is large and the bremsstrahlung
subtraction was easily made. Note that as the =~
momentum decreases, the bremsstrahlung subtraction
becomes more difficult: This behavior sets a practical
limit to the largest missing mass which can be observed.
Several determinations of ¢* were made at almost all
kinematic points, and these different “batches” of data
were treated separately until after the bremsstrahlung
subtraction was made in order to minimize the effects
of systematic changes.

B. Laboratory Cross Section

Subtraction of the expressions for the yields at two
synchrotron energies Es> Ey gives the following integral
equation for the cross section:

o* (E27?:0) —o* (E1,P,0)

E2
= / dk R(k,EyEs) (d/dpdQ), (4)
Iem

where
R(k,E1,Es) = E3N (k,Es)— E1N (k,E),

N (k,Eo)= (1/Eo)[ B (k,Eo)/k].

The beam spectral function B(k,E,) for our radiator
and collimator, including correction for the cylindrical
geometry of the hydrogen target, is shown in Fig. 5(a).
The kernel of Eq. (4) which results when E;— E;=50
MeV is shown in Fig. 5(b). It should be noted that k.,
was typically no more than a few hundred MeV below
E; under the conditions of this experiment,fso; that the
low-energy tail of R(k,E1,E,) did not make an appreci-
able contribution to the integral. The rms width of
R(k,Eq,E,) is about 30 MeV,
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F1G. 5. Bremsstrahlung-beam spectrum functions. (a) B(k,Fo),
including correction for the cylindrical geometry of the hydrogen
target, for Eo=1 GeV. (b) Beam spectrum after 50-MeV brems-
strahlung subtraction, normalized to equal numbers of equivalent
quanta at each synchrotron energy.

Assuming that the cross section varies slowly with
k over the region where R(k,E,E.) is large, we obtain
the approximate solution of Eq. (4):

(dZU'/deQ) (kO;Pﬁ)g&(‘E?:EI)P:e); (5)
where

7 (E2;E1,P79) = [‘T* (Ez,?ﬂ) —a* (Elaﬁao)]/l (EZ;ELP;G) ]

Ey
I(EyEap0)= f dk R(b,EvEy),
km

B
ko=[/ dk kR(k,El,Ez)}/I(Ez,El,p,o) .
km

Equation (5) is obtained by expanding the cross section
in a power series about %o, and is an exact solution if
the cross section varies linearly with k. For reasons
discussed below, no attempt was made to evaluate the
error incurred as a result of using Eq. (5) to calculate
the laboratory cross section.

Some typical cross sections obtained in this way are
plotted in Fig. 6. At low energies, the influence of
N*t++ production is quite apparent. The smooth curves
in these plots are discussed in the next section. Such
momentum spectra were obtained at 57 kinematic
points (defined by %o and 6). In general, the momentum
spectra at angles from 4° through 44° and all energies
covered in this experiment show clearly the presence
of the V*. At the larger angles, the cross section becomes
so small that the bremsstrahlung subtraction leaves us
with large statistical errors. Although the data at 932
and 981 MeV at 56° and 84° still show the N* fairly
well, the separation of the resonant and nonresonant
parts of the cross section at higher energies at these
angles must be regarded as quite uncertain. The data
at 120° are of poorer quality than the rest: A limited
set of measurements was made at this angle to deter-
mine whether the cross section shows any sign of in-
creasing at the most backward angle we could readily
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observe. Since it does not, our data at this angle are
statistically poor.

C. Center-of-Mass Cross Section

For purposes of interpretation, it is generally desirable
to express the cross section in the center-of-mass
(c.m.) system. The laboratory cross section could be
multiplied by an appropriate kinematic factor to give
the c.m. cross section at corresponding values of the
c.m. kinematic variables. We chose a different approach,
incorporated in a more physically oriented solution to
the unfolding problem presented by Eq. (4) than
that provided by Eq. (5).

Rewriting Eq. (4) in terms of the c.m. cross section,
we have

a (E2,E17P10)
Eg dz O'I
= dk R(k,E1,E)J - I(EyE1p0), (6)
Fm dM2dQ
25 r 251
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20 |- 20
J5
J40
05
00 1 1 N 3
S 400 600 800
> 25+
> 9 .. =20° 8, ,,=20°
= LAB™ (W:
3 20 % k=935MeV ool k=1288 MeV
3
o IS } 15
Z
=}
E, Jo - 10t
@ \s
n 05 \§ 05}
8 ’ - L~
E:) 00 ——_ﬂ 1 DO it s 1 " !
@ 400 600 800 600 800 . 1000 1200
g _
25 08 -
6l ng=30° G, pp=56°
20 k=934 MeV k=932 MeV
JS
J0
05
00 1 L 1 00 L !
300 500 700 200 400 600

7~ LAB MOMENTUM (MeV/c)

F1c. 6. Sample laboratory cross sections for =~ production,
d?s/dpdQ, obtained by 50-MeV bremsstrahlung subtractions. The
data at 4°, 12°, and 20° were measured with the 1200-MeV/¢
spectrometer; the data at 30° include measurements made with
both spectrometers; the 56° data were measured with the 600-
MeV/c spectrometer. Note the vertical-scale change at 56°. The
upper smooth curve is a least-squares fit of an N*(1238)*+
production term plus a three-body phase-space term; the lower
curve is the three-body phase-space term alone.
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where M =invariant mass of the undetected final-state
particles, (d%’/dM?dQ")(k,M?60’)=c.m. cross section
for 7 production per unit solid angle and unit in-
terval of M2, ¢’=n— c.m. angle, J(k,p,0)=Jacobian
which transforms this cross section into d%/dpdQ in
the lab system. We anticipate that the cross section
will have a resonant shape as a function of M2. If k£ and
6 are held fixed, this produces a resonant shape as a
function of p, as shown by the data in Fig. 6. Similarly,
if p and 6 are held fixed, as is the case in Eq. (6), the
resonant behavior of the cross section with M? will
produce a resonant shape as a function of % (see Fig. 2).
In order to solve Eq. (6) without neglecting the finite
width of our experimental resolution in 2, we assume
that the most rapid variation of the cross section with
k is a result of the dependence of the cross section on
M?, and expand in functions of M? and % which have
the expected resonant behavior or the shape of a phase
space background. That is, we take

d?e’ n
g &, AED)e AR, )

where the g; are functions which will be specified below.
We emphasize that we are considering the cross section
to be explicity a function of %k, M?, and ', with an
implicit dependence on %k, p, and 6 through the de-
pendence of M? and 6’ on these variables.

With this approach, the unknown coefficients
A i(k,0") vary quite slowly with % over the region where
R(k,Ey,E») is large, and Eq. (6) reduces to an algebraic
equation :

5'(E2>E1y15:9) =i Af(]%;é,)Fi(E%El)p’e) . (8)
=1

The functions F;, defined by

Fi(E%El;P)o)
E2
=[ f dk R(k,El,Ez)Jg,-(Mak)} / I(EsEvp), (9)
km

were evaluated numerically. The 4;(k,8) at a single
point in (k,0") space were then obtained by fitting
the right side of Eq. (8) at given (EE,0) to the
experimental data ¢(E,,E1,p,0) as a function of p by
the method of least squares. The values k and & were
taken, respectively, as averages of ky and 6’ over the
momenta at which ¢ was measured. Since we know @
priori that the cross section should be positive, the 4;
were constrained to be positive. Actually, unconstrained
fits gave positive coefficients at all but a few points.

We must now specify the functions g;(M%k). The
simplest model is that the most prominent dynamical
features of the reaction are shown in the pseudo-two-
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Fic. 7. Missing-mass distributions for the phenomenologxcal
model. P(M?) is the distribution function (normalized to unit
area) for the square of the missing mass in y+p — 7~+X. The
curves are for the specific models: (a) y+p — ==+ N*(1238)*+;
(b) y+p—a~+=x*+p (nonresonant); (c) y+p— w+-+N*(1238)°;
(d) v+p — p°+p. Curve (d) is not shown at 900 MeV because
this is below threshold for p? production.

body channels

y+p — 7~ N*(1238)+* (10a)
— 7+ N*(1238)° (10b)
— p%-p (10c)

and that any remaining contribution to the cross section
can be described adequately by three-body invariant
phase space. Rather than attempting to use dynamical
models of the production mechanism to specify the
M? dependence of reactions (10a)-(10c), we choose the
phenomenological approach summarized by Jackson.!4
The shape function for reaction (10a) becomes

o -s(2

XT(M)/L(M 2= M*P+M T (M) ], (11)

where M ,=mass of the resonance (1238 MeV), W (k)=
total c.m. energy, p'(M%k)=7— c.m. momentum,
N =normalization constant [although N is a slowly
varying function of %, a fixed value was chosen arbi-
trarily and the 2 dependence was considered a part of
Ay(k8)], T(M)=To(g/g,)*(o/0r), To=width parameter
(123 MeV), g==* 3-momentum in the (z*p) c.m.

1 J.D. Jackson, Nuovo Cimento 34, 1644 (1964).
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F16. 8. Production angular distributions for negative pions in the c.m. system. The upper points at each energy (X) are for all charged-
pion-pair photoproduction, and the lower points (o) are for 7=+ N*(1238)*+ production. The solid curves are Moravcsik fits to the
corresponding sets of data. The dot-dash curves are calculated from the Drell model, and the dotted curves are calculated from the
Stichel-Scholz model. % is the incident photon energy in the laboratory system.

system, p=[(M-+M,)?—m*])/M?, M ,=proton mass,
m=pion mass, and the subscript  denotes quantities
evaluated at the resonance mass. The mass distribution
from three-body invariant phase space is given simply by

(M k)=———. (12)
M

Shape functions for reactions (10b) and (10c) were
obtained by inserting a Breit-Wigner shape for the
invariant-mass distribution of the resonant pair of
particles into the integrand of the invariant-phase-
space integral for the (7~n*p) system.

Figure 7 shows these mass distributions for two
different photon energies. Because the curve represent-
ing the “reflection of the p®’ is so similar to the non-
resonant phase-space curve, the p° term was not in-
cluded in the fitting function. This is also reasonable
from a dynamical viewpoint, because bubble-chamber
studies show that p° production is not a dominant part
of the total cross section for % less than 1.3 GeV.%®
The N*° term has a much more striking mass spectrum
than the p° term; however, this term also was not
included in the fitting function finally used. There were

three reasons for this decision: (1) Bubble-chamber
studies of the (7—p) mass distribution in this reaction
find no significant enhancement in the N*(1238)°
region. (2) The N*® term produces a peak in the (ztp)
mass distribution close to the maximum kinematically
allowed (7tp) mass, whereas our measurements were
made within 250 MeV/¢? of the minimum possible
mass. For k21 GeV, the N*° term peaks well above
the maximum missing mass for which the cross section
was measured, and is quite flat over the measured
range. (3) The data at k=934 MeV, where this term
seems most likely to be apparent in our measurements,
were fit with an expansion including the N*0 term;
its coefficient was consistent with zero at every angle.

Thus, the final fits were made using only two terms
in Eq. (8): the N*t term and three-body phase space.
The upper smooth curve in each plot of Fig. 6 is the
complete fitting function; the lower curve is the non-
resonant part. It was found that this model fits the
data well at all angles and energies. Although the peak in
the resonance term occurs at 1222 MeV and its full
width is 90 MeV, the observed location of the peak and
the observed width generally coincide closely with the
fitting function. Such differences between the observed
properties of a resonant peak in a production reaction
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Tasre I. Differential cross sections in the c.m. system. ¢ is the =~ c.m. angle and % is the photon energy in the laboratory. oz (%,6')
is the cross section for the pseudo-two-body reaction y+p — 7~+N*(1238)**. a¢(k,6’) is the cross section for all charged pion-pair
photoproduction, v+ — 7+t 5, including both N*+* production and nonresonant production.

4 k ar(k,0") ac(k,0) 4 k ar (k0" ac(k,0)
(deg) (MeV) (ub/sr) (deg) MeV) (ub/sr)
71 936 5.9+40.8 11.440.8 71.6 934 3.540.3 7.6+ 0.3
7.2 985 6.8+0.8 9.44-0.8 72.6 983 4.1+03 6.7+ 0.3
7.3 1034 3.6+1.2 12.241.2 73.6 1033 3.6£04 6.5+ 0.4
7.4 1086 4.841.0 16.5+1.1 74.2 1085 3.3+0.5 54+ 0.7
7.5 1136 4.5+41.5 18.3+1.8 75.0 1135 2.240.5 49+ 0.7
7.7 1187 8.3+1.1 15.94+1.3 75.8 1188 2.240.5 424 0.5
7.8 1236 6.4+1.3 13.241.7 76.6 1236 1.540.5 3.9+ 0.5
7.9 1289 8.2+1.3 19.94-1.6 774 1285 0.7+0.6 4.5+ 0.6
21.2 935 10.5+0.9 12.440.7 87.6 932 29404 6.0+ 0.3
21.6 983 8.54+0.8 12.74£0.7 88.7 981 2.440.5 5.1+ 0.5
21.9 1034 72412 14.1+1.2 89.5 1032 1.740.9 524 1.1
22.1 1086 9.5+1.1 13.941.1 90.2 1082 2.0+0.4 4.6+ 04
22.5 1135 6.141.3 16.7+1.3 91.0 1133 1.740.5 444 0.6
22.8 1188 5.840.9 14.34-1.0 91.7 1184 1.340.5 4.6+ 0.7
23.1 1236 8.841.1 11.3+1.2 92.5 1234 0.040.6 3.2+ 1.1
234 1287 71+14 12.242.3 93.3 1283 0.340.6 23+ 1.1
34.8 936 8.640.5 11.740.4 117.2 932 1.5+0.5 3.7+ 0.5
354 984 7.6+£0.5 11.6+0.4 118.1 982 1.540.5 3.9+ 0.5
35.8 1036 6.8+£0.6 12.840.6 118.7 1033 2.541.0 25+ 1.2
36.3 1086 6.4-+0.6 11.84+0.6 119.5 1082 1.8+1.3 3.0+ 1.6
36.8 1139 5.740.6 9.640.6 120.0 1135 0.7+0.8 41+ 12
37.3 1187 5.440.5 7.60.6 120.7 1184 1.541.2 1.8+ 1.7
37.8 1239 4.540.5 9.64-0.6 121.5 1233 0.1+0.9 33+ 1.6
38.3 1289 3.840.5 7.1+£0.7 121.9 1287 0.6+0.9 22+ 15
51.1 935 5.6+0.5 9.1+0.5 146.6 1082 19443 194 5.3
51.8 984 5.6+0.5 8.640.6 147.1 1131 1.6+£6.0 1.64+10.2
147.6 1180 0.44-3.7 5.0+ 7.6
147.9 1230 1.2+4.0 1.2+ 59
148.3 1283 0.0+4.7 414102

and the theoretical parameters of the resonance are a
common occurrence.
The = c.m. differential cross section is defined as

follows:
Iumax2 d20-'
dM2( ) ,
Min? aM2’/ ;

where the integrand is the ith term from the right-hand
side of Eq. (7). Muax and M min are, respectively, the
maximum and minimum possible values of M. Although
our measurements do not extend over this entire
missing-mass range, the fitting functions are well-
defined everywhere and go smoothly to zero at the
kinematic limits. The differential cross sections are
listed in Table I, and are plotted as angular distribu-
tions at fixed energy in Fig. 8. The upper set of points
in each plot is the sum of the N*+ and phase-space
terms, the lower set, the N*+ term alone.

oi(k,0)= (13)

D. Total Cross Section

The total cross section for 7~ production is defined
in the standard manner:

oi(B)= f do (k). (14)

In order to carry out the integral, smooth curves were

fitted to the angular distributions. Since the OPE
diagram was expected to make an important contribu-
tion to the cross section, we followed Moravcsik’s
suggestion and performed a fit in the following manner's:

(1= (k) =3 By, (15)

where x=cosf’, B,=7— c.m. velocity for which the
missing mass is equal to 1238 MeV/c?. Fake data points
were included at c.m. angles of 150° and 180° in order
to constrain the Moravcsik fits to be well behaved at
backward angles. The values of the cross section at these
points were taken equal to the measured value at 120°,
and the error bars included zero. This trick seems
justified since the bubble-chamber studies show the
angular distributions to be quite flat for backward =~
angles from 0.85 to 1.5 GeV .

The smooth curves in Fig. 8 are the Moravcsik
fits used to obtain the total cross sections. Both the
complete total cross section and its resonant part are
generally independent of the order of the fit for > 3.
The Moravcsik coefficients and the total cross sections
are listed in Table II, and the cross sections are
plotted in Fig. 9.

18 M. J. Moravcsik, Phys. Rev. 104, 1451 (1956).
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TasBLE II. Results of the Moravcsik fits to the c.m. angular distributions. % is the photon energy in the laboratory. The B; are the
coefficients obtained in the Moravcsik fits to the differential cross sections for the reactions indicated [see Eq. (15)]. oz (%) and oc(k)
are the total cross sections for the respective reactions. A is the # N N* coupling constant obtained by extrapolation of the Moravcsik
fit to the V* production data. The errors for the B; are the statistical errors obtained in the least-squares fitting procedure; the errors
in the total cross sections and A are those implied by the errors in the B;, taking into account the correlations between the B; deter-

mined in each fit.

k (MeV) 934 985 1034 1086 1136 1187 1236 1289

D o m +N*(1238) T+

Bo (ub/sr) 2.58-+0.23 2.80-+0.24 2.7440.36 2.29+0.29 1.59-+0.26 1.7740.32 0.66+0.32 0.65+0.33

Bi (ub/sr) —2.2540.55 —3.32+0.56 —3.56+0.82 —2.65+0.67 —1.63+0.59 —2.354+0.71 0.20+0.71 —0.14+0.74

Bg (ub/sr) —0.30+0.34 0.55+0.34 0.824-0.48 0.37£0.40 0.04+0.35 0.60-+0.41 —0.86--0.41 —0.50+0.43

or (ub) 450 2.4 459 +2.5 42.9 +3.8 39.1 +3.2 29.2 +3.0 30.8 +3.5 19.9 43.5 18.2 3.5

M/dx (GeV-?) 320 £32 242 =3.1 248 +42 259 £3.8  23.0 242  13.2 239 250 £4.2 169 445
y+p o Frt+p

By (ub/sr) 5.8340.21 5.36+0.25 5.094-0.42 4.67 0.36 4.33-+0.42 3.650.39 3.694-0.45 3.49-+0.50

Bi (ub/sr) —5.944-0.80 —6.24+0.89 —4.56+1.57 —4.8141.47 —6.234-0.96 —5.30--0.88 —5.264+1.02 —5.24+1.15

B; (ub/sr) —2.8741.40 —0.704-1.50 —3.17+2.54 —1.86+2.69 1.9540.55 1.69+0.50 1.5940.58 1.7840.67

Bs (ub/sr) 3.06::0.76  1.62:£0.80  2.69:+131  2.0641.44

ac (ub) 789 +£2.9 769 £33 753 5.7 715 £50 714 +45  60.6 +42  61.1 4.8  59.1 -£5.2

These total cross sections are to some extent model-
dependent, since the quantities o:(%,0") are model-
dependent. Only the shape of our phenomenological
model determined the cross section for missing-mass
values where no measurements were made. The fraction
of the complete pion-pair total cross section which comes
from the missing-mass range covered by the measure-
ments varies smoothly from about % at the lowest
energy to % at the highest energy. The fractions for
the N*++ term alone are % and £ at the same energies.

E. Errors

In this section we summarize the factors affecting
the precision and accuracy of the measurements. The
dominant source of random error in our results was
counting statistics: Although the yield per equivalent
quantum was generally measured with 5%-109%
statistical error per spectrometer channel, the brems-
strahlung subtraction amplified this by a sizeable
factor. Other sources of random error, such as beam
monitoring and the energy stability of the synchrotron,
contributed a 1.49, rms fluctuation in the yield, which
was included in quadrature with the counting error
in all results.

The estimated accuracy of our absolute normaliza-
tion is 7%. The major sources of systematic error com-
mon to the data from both spectrometers include the
nuclear absorption correction (3-4%), the absolute
quantameter calibration (3%), counter and electronic
efficiency (2%), the shape of the bremsstrahlung
spectrum (2%), and contamination from three-pion
production (2%). In addition, there was an estimated
2-59, electron contamination of the 600-MeV/c-spec-
trometer data. The normalization of the yields measured
with the 1200-MeV/c spectrometer differed by 49
in the two running periods of this experiment. This
difference apparently resulted from a small change
made in the horizontal dimension of the aperture-
defining counter of the spectrometer, but we were

unable to explain the effect quantitatively. Since yields
measured simultaneously with both spectrometers at
the same kinematic point during the second running
peroid were in good agreement, the earlier cross sections
measured with the 1200-MeV/c¢ spectrometer were
renormalized by 49, before the results from the two
running periods were averaged. An error of 49, has
been included in our estimate of the normalization
accuracy in recognition of the uncertainty in this
procedure.

V. DISCUSSION
A. Comparison with Other Experiments

The data presented in the previous sections show
clearly the important role played by the pseudo-two-
body channel y+4p— 7~+N*(1238)*+ in photopro-
duction of charged pion pairs from 0.9 to 1.3 GeV. This
is perhaps most evident in the #— momentum spectra
of Fig. 6. The difference between the smooth curves
shown in this figure is the contribution of the
N*(1238)+,

In order to compare our results with previous work,
the total cross sections obtained in other recent experi-
ments have been plotted in Fig. 9. Both the complete
cross section for pion-pair production and the total
cross section for N*(1238)++ production determined in
this experiment are in good agreement with the CEA
and DESY bubble-chamber data. This agreement
suggests that the model we used to extrapolate our
measurements over the unobserved missing-mass range
did not introduce serious errors.

There seems to be substantial agreement between our
results and the Standford results for the resonant part
of the total cross section, but there is significant dis-
agreement on the complete total cross section. Although
their experimental method was essentially identical
to ours, they analyzed their data in a different manner.
Their approach, in which they fit the yield at fixed
momentum as a function of the bremsstrahlung end-
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point energy, required that they make an arbitrary
choice of normalization for the nonresonant part of the
cross section. Since the nonresonant fraction of the cross
section increases as k increases, one would expect a
normalization error to affect their cross section most at
the highest & they observed, which is just where our
experiments overlap. Since the DESY and CEA results
are closer to ours in this region, we are inclined to
believe that the Stanford group underestimated the
nonresonant part of the cross section. This interpreta-
tion is consistent with the fact that our experiments
get the same result for the N* total cross section, since
there was no arbitrariness in their normalization of the
N* term.

B. Contribution of the N*(1688)

The total cross sections show a smooth decrease as %
increases, with no appreciable structure near 1.05 GeV
where the N*(1688) shows up in single-pion photo-
production. There may be a slight shoulder in the cross
section in this region, particularly in the N* cross
section, but to say this with any confidence we must
believe that the normalizations of the Stanford data
and our data are consistent. It is interesting to estimate
the magnitude we might expect for the N*(1688)
contribution to N*(1238)**+ production. Ecklund and
Walker®? found that the N*(1688) has a peak total
cross section of 25 ub in the reaction v+p— 7++n.
Lovelace!® gives partial widths for this state (pre-
dominantly Fy . in photoproduction) of 69 MeV for
elastic channels and 35 MeV for inelastic channels, with
wN*(1238) being the dominant inelastic channel. If we
assume all the inelastic decays are in the w/N*(1238)
channel, isotopic spin arguments predict a total cross
section of about 10 ub in 7~N*(1238)*+ photoproduc-
tion. The data seem consistent with a contribution of
this magnitude.

We could also search for evidence of N*(1688) forma-
tion in the production angular distributions. However,
the limited number of data points available in each
angular distribution prevent us from introducing as
many parameters into our analysis as the description
of such a process demands. Our data show that the
one-pion-exchange mechanism plays a dominant role
in N*(1238) production in our energy range; more
detailed measurements are needed to determine the
nature and magnitude of additional contributions.

C. Comparison with the OPE Model

We turn now to comparison of our results with pre-
dictions of the one-pion-exchange model. If we use the
pole approximation to evaluate the amplitude for the
diagram in Fig. 1, we obtain the following invariant

16 C. Lovelace, in Proceedings of the Thirteenth International
Conference on High-Energy Physics, Berkeley, 1966 (University
of California Press, Berkeley, California, 1967).
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Fic. 9. Total cross sections for y+p — =~ N*(1238)*++ and
y+p — 7~ +at+p. k is the incident photon energy in the lab-
oratory system. The data from CEA, DESY, and Stanford are
from Refs. 4-7.
cross section:

de 20 M 1
aMdt w (W— M2 (1—m)?

X%;IE"'?I%W(M), (16)

where a=fine-structure constant, ¢= (p—k)?, e*=polar-
ization 4-vector of the photon, p=4-momentum of the
external pion at the electromagnetic vertex, £=4-mo-
mentum of the photon, o,(M)=total (rp) scattering
cross section at a (wp) c.m. energy of M. If we choose
the Coulomb gauge in the c.m. system, the sum over
photon polarizations is just (p’ sinf’)?, and Eq. (16) is
equivalent to the Drell cross section except for kine-
matic factors of order unity which Drell ignored for the
purposes of his argument.? Although this expression
ignores various kinematic and dynamic off-shell cor-
rection factors which have been suggested,’” we shall
compare its predictions with the data.

We are interested in Eq. (16) for M values near thresh-
old, where o.p(}M) is dominated by scattering in the
I=%, J=4%state.Since o (wtp — wtp) /o (rp— 7 p)=9
for scattering in a pure I=% state, this model predicts
a 9:1 ratio for N*(1238)*+ production relative to
production of the N*(1238)° followed by decay into
the (7—p) charge state. This is consistent with the
absence of an N*® enhancement, both in our data and
the bubble-chamber data. This prediction is not unique
to the OPE model: The same conclusion is reached if

17 M. L. Thiebaux, Phys. Rev. Letters 13, 29 (1964).
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Fic. 10. Comparison of a measured 7~ momentum spectrum
with the spectrum calculated from the Drell model. The brems-
strahlung spectrum has been folded into the calculated curve.

one supposes the reaction to occur in a pure I=3%
state. From this point on, we shall consider only the OPE
diagram where the 7~ is produced at the electromagnetic
vertex.

The =~ momentum spectrum given by Eq. (16) is
compared with one of our experimental spectra at a
point where the N*** is dominant in Fig. 10. The
bremsstrahlung spectrum has been folded into the
theoretical cross section. As Kilner, Diebold, and
Walker® observed, the qualitative shape of the Drell
cross section resembles the data very closely.

One of the most characteristic features of the OPE
model is the angular distribution of the 7=—. The c.m.
angular distributions calculated by integrating Eq. (16)
over all kinematically allowed M? are shown with the
data in Fig. 8. The shape of the Drell curve is strikingly
similar to the behavior of the data, particularly the N*
part. The V* data show the decrease in cross section
predicted for 6<m/p,’ (p,’ is the 7~ c.m. momentum
for M'=1238 MeV/c?), as well as the rapid decrease at
larger angles.

Since the data show a strong influence of the pole
term, it is interesting to extrapolate the Moravcsik
fits to the pion pole. The residue at the pole can be
related to the wNN* coupling constant N\. We have
done this by calculating the differential cross section
for production of a stable N*(1238)*+ from the diagram
in Fig. 11(a), assuming a 7VN* coupling of the form Aga,
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where ¢ is the four-momentum of the exchanged pion.
The result in the c.m. system can be expressed in the
form

do A2\ /20
(9
o 4r/\ 3

sin0’ p'SM M

- 1)2(A—
iy e PPAED,

(7

where &= photon c.m. energy, p’,6’=7"c.m. 3-momen-
tum and angle, respectively, A= (M 2>+ M>*—1)/2M M ,,
and all quantities are evaluated at M=M,=1238
MeV/c% The coupling constants (A\%/4r) obtained from
the Moravcsik fits to the N* data are listed in Table II.
The extrapolation makes the coupling constant quite
sensitive to the form of the fitting function. We found
that changing the number of terms used in the Mor-
avcsik expansion by one from the value used in Table IT
typically changes the coupling constant by an amount
comparable to its statistical error. It is therefore not
surprising that the coupling constants obtained at
different energies show greater fluctuations than ex-
pected solely from their statistical errors. Choosing
the standard deviation of the mean of the observed
values as the experimental uncertainty, our average
coupling constant A?/4r=(23.14:2.0) GeV—2 is in fair
agreement with the value obtained from the width of
the N*:
A? 3M,T,

— =T =191 GeV?,
dr P(E+M,)

(18)

where ¢==7 three-momentum in the N* rest frame,
E=p total energy in the N* rest frame, I',=123 MeV.

In addition to these impressive successes, the OPE
model has some deficiencies. It does not give the correct
energy dependence for the total cross section; this is

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Fic. 11. Diagrams used in the gauge-invariant
Born approximation.
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apparent to some extent in our data, and is even more
evident in the wider energy range covered by the bubble-
chamber data. Both DESY and CEA bubble-chamber
collaborations have found that the model does not
correctly describe the distribution of the N* decay
angles.

From a theoretical point of view, the OPE model
alone is not acceptable because it is not gauge-invariant.
A gauge-invariant Born approximation has been
calculated using the four diagrams shown in Fig. 11,18
treating the N* as a stable particle. Even when the
coupling of the photon to the anomalous moments of
the nucleon and the N* is neglected, the calculated
cross section is in serious disagreement with the ob-
served =~ angular distributions in N* production, being
generally too large and increasing to very large values
in the backward direction. Stichel and Scholz also
performed a gauge-invariant calculation, but included
only parts of the amplitudes from diagrams 11(b) and
11(d).*®* Angular distributions calculated from the
Stichel-Scholz amplitude using \/4r=19.1 GeV~? are
shown in Fig. 8. These curves do not drop off as rapidly

18 J, Mathews (private communication).
19 P Stichel and M. Scholz, Nuovo Cimento 34, 1381 (1964).
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as the data on either side of the peak at small angles,
and are generally too large in magnitude.

We conclude that the OPE model predicts many
of the qualitative features of pion-pair photoproduction
quite well, particularly in the pseudo-two-body channel
v+p— 7+ N*(1238)*+. However, a considerable
amount of analysis remains to be done if we are to have
a quantitative understanding of pion-pair production
within the framework of a gauge-invariant theory.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

I wish to acknowledge the contribution of my
advisor, Professor R. L. Walker, who orginally proposed
this investigation and provided many helpful sugges-
tions. This experiment received a large amount of
technological fallout from the work of Dr. H. A.
Thiessen and Dr. S. D. Ecklund. I also wish to thank
Dr. Thiessen for assistance in the collection of data.
The assistance of the technical crew of the synchrotron
was greatly appreciated. I am grateful to Professor J.
Mathews for many helpful discussions and calculations
relating to interpretation of the data. Finally, I wish
to acknowledge the financial support of the National
Science Foundation and the Atomic Energy Commission.

NUMBER 5§ 25 AUGUST 1967

Multiple Particle Production in 22.8-GeV /c Proton-Nucleon
Interactions*

B. BuowMIik anDp R. K. SHIVPURI
Depariment of Physics and Astrophysics, University of Delhi, Delhi, India
(Received 28 November 1966; revised manuscript received 8 May 1967)

The aim of the present work is to study the contribution of baryon excited states to multiple particle
production. The interactions have been divided into two categories, viz., those having shower multiplicity
less than or equal to four and those having multiplicity greater than four. The features that have been
studied are the angular distribution, inelasticity, transverse momentum, and center-of-mass momentum of
protons and pions. It has been found that the characteristics of high-multiplicity events are well accounted
for on the basis of the statistical theory, whereas those of low-multiplicity events can be well explained by
considering the final-state particles as decay products of isobars. The results indicate the probable domi-

nance of isobars having isospin 3.

I. INTRODUCTION

HE study of high-energy proton-nucleon inter-
actions has been carried out by a large number of
investigators at primary momenta of 1-25 GeV/c. The
first theoretical attempt to explain the observed fea-
tures of particle production was advanced by Fermi,!
who suggested that statistical ideas could be applied
to describe the multiple-particle production processes at
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high energies. The theory was modified by Kovacs? to
include the final-state interactions between the par-
ticles, and in particular the pion-nucleon interaction in
the T=J=% state and the nucleon-nucleon interaction.
Although the modified form improved the predictions
of the statistical theory, it could not explain satisfacto-
rily all the observed features of the particle production.
The observation of a strong pion-nucleon inter-
action in m-p scattering led Lindenbaum and Stern-
heimer® to conclude that the pion proceeds via the
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