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TasLe 1. Effect of the induced quadrupole moment.*

Ele- Or-
ment Z  bital R (Vagt (1//%ap® Q/(10%em?)  Qeorr/(107% cm?)
B 5 2p  0.220 0.860 1.18 0.065, 0.03> 0.077=, 0.038>
Al 13 3p 0.121 1.04 2.57 0.156 0.177

Se 21 3d 0.452 1.89 1.26 — —

Ga 31 4p 0.055 2.21 12.1 0.232¢, 0.146d  0.245¢, 0.1554
In 49 5p  0.038 1.66 13.2 1.144e, 1.1611 1.189¢, 1.207¢
Eu 63 4f 0.405 9.29 6.88 1.2¢, 2.5b 2.0s, 4.2b

Lu 71 0.125 4.52 10.9 59, 7.08 6.70  8.0i

Ac 89 6d 0.116 1.28 3.33 — _—

*In the last two columns of this table the superscripts refer as follows to different
sotopes: » B10, b Bt ¢ Ga®, d Ga?l,  Intt3, ! In115, ¢ Eutét, b Eulss, i Lut®, i Lut,

where x is the Thomas-Fermi function at a point in the electron
cloud, 7 is the length of the vector from the nucleus to this point,
and @ is the angle included by this vector and the axis of the
nuclear quadrupole moment Q. The density of electrons p is
87p3/3k3. Let Ap be the density due to the second term of (1).
Thus,

Ap=8mwpRAp/ I3, (2)

where Ap is the change of momentum associated with the term
containing Q, and po would be the mazximum momentum, p, for
Q=0. We have

(PoAp)/m=€Q(3 cos?0—1)/4r°. Ad)
From (1), (2), (3) we obtain
Ap=m(2me/ )N Zx/r)Q(3 costy—1). @)
The potential due to Ap is that of a quadrupole moment AQ:
80=2xJ." J.7 rA(3 costo—1)Ap sinododr
= (16x2/5)@me/i2)Q28 [ (xr)hdr. ®)

Upon substituting r=(0.88534ax/Z%)x, where x is the Thomas-
Fermi variable (ax= Bohr radius), we obtain

4Q=[2(1.7707)¥/5x10 [, (xw)hdx. (52)

We shall consider the case of a single valence electron; its radial
wave function times » will be called ». The energy of interaction
Eq with the nuclear moment can be written:

Eq=—40[."(#/r)dr, ©

where A4 is a constant. For the interaction Eaq with the induced
moment, the penetration of the electron inside the core leads to:

_2(1.7701)14Q e {1 o
EAQ_T‘[; dre® 73]0 (xx')dx

2 L), ()

where 7'=(0.88534axn/Z%)x’, and the limit x of the x’ integrals
pertains to . The difference in sign of Eq and Eaq reflects the
fact that the electrons concentrate in the region where the poten-
tial due to the nuclear Q is positive, thus tending to compensate
the effect of the nucleus. If we let R=—FEpq/Eq, then Q is
1/(1—R) times the value previously obtained without the induced
effect. We write

R=0.2998(V)/(1/r%), (©)
where
w=f" dnﬁ{l ST a7 [(xx')*/r“‘]dx’} ©
0 rJo z ’
= [ @/, (10)

with: [ dr=1.

Table I gives the values of R for eight elements. The values of
(V) and (1/73) are also listed, together with the quadrupole
moments' as determined at present and the corrected values, in
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the cases where data are available. The valence electron functions
were obtained by means of the Thomas-Fermi potential,

[(Z—Dx+1]e/r.

A more detailed discussion will be given in a forthcoming paper.

It is a great pleasure to thank Professor Edward Teller, who
suggested this problem, for many helpful discussions. I am also
indebted to Drs. H. M. Foley and H. Snyder for stimulating
discussions.

1 J. E. Mack, Rev. Mod. Phys. 22, 64 (1950).

Nuclear Magnetic Resonance for K3?

T. L. CoLLINS

Department of Physics, University of British Columbia,* Vancouver,
Canada

July 31, 1950

UCLEAR magnetic resonance has been found for K% at
1.59 Mc in a field of 8000 gauss using a recording oscil-
lating-detector spectrometer. The sample was 1 ml of saturated
aqueous solution of KNO,. The frequency of the K3° resonance was
compared with the frequency of the N resonance in concentrated
nitric acid by repeatedly substituting the samples in the oscillator
coil without otherwise disturbing the apparatus. The frequencies
repeated within the accuracy of a General Radio Type 620-A
frequency meter. The result is

»(K3) /v(N'") = 0.64580--0.00006.

Using the measurements of Proctor and Yu! on N in nitric
acid, we find
(K39 /u(H) =0.13999-40.00002

with no diamagnetic correction or allowance for possible chemical
shift. This value agrees with molecular beam measurements.?
*\Vork supported by the National Research Council of Canada.

Proctor and F. C. Yu, Phys. Rev. 77, 716 (1950).
* Kusch Millman, and Rabl. Phys. Rev. 55, 1176 (1939).

Magnetic Moments of Odd Nuclei

A. DE-SHALIT
E.T.H., Ziirich, Switzerland
August 1, 1950

T has been pointed out by Wangsness! that a certain regularity
seems to be associated with the magnetic moments of odd
nuclei differing by two neutrons. There are, however, certain
difficulties with the proposed classification. Besides failing to
explain the pair ;7Agl"1% as mentioned by Wangsness, it fails
also in the cases of g TI203.205 (Cs!313 and 5,Cs!3 137 not to mention
the case? of ;H"3. Moreover, by using the argument given by
Wangsness as to the effect of the increase and decrease of electric
charge density in the nucleus one should expect the inverse effect
to take place by the addition of a pair of protons or an alpha-
particle instead of two neutrons. This is confirmed by the two
pairs on!—He? and 7sPt1%—gHg!% but stands in contradiction to
the known cases ()f: 11C131— 10K3g, 55Cs‘37—57La139, 43Cd“3—5oSn“5,
35Kr33— 3381‘87, 54Xe‘3‘— 56B3.135.

A simple and exclusive rule to summarize these data with the
exception of the Cs isotopes is the following. An addition of either
two protons or two neutrons to an odd nucleus, provided it leaves
its spin unchanged, “pushes” its magnetic moment away from a
line intermediate to the Schmidt lines.?

Except for the cases of ;H? and ,He? this actually means that
the magnetic moments are pushed toward a better agreement
with the naive one-particle model by the addition of such pairs.

Using the above rules inductively one may argue that the
nuclei (Z+2k, N+2m) should be closer to the Schmidt lines than
the initial (Z, N) nucleus, provided that the spins of the initial,
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as well as those of the intermediate ones, are the same. In fact a
number of pairs, such as 21SC45—23V51, .uGa.“— 35BI‘8‘, 31Ga71— 37Rb87,
3sBr8!— 37Rb%7, 35Br"— 3;Rb%, probably show this regularity.

No explanation is offered for this empirical rule; it seems not to
be directly connected with the magic numbers which unfortunately
do not as yet make their appearance at all in the data of magnetic
moments of nuclei.

I should like to thank Dr. D. C. Peaslee for helpful discussions.

1 R. Wangsness, Phys. Rev. 78, 620 (1950).

2 See the table given by J. E. Mack, Rev. Mod. Phys. 22, 64 (1950).

3 See, for instance, the graphs given in L. Rosenfeld, Nuclear Forces

(Interscience Publishers, Inc., New York, 1948), p. 394, or L. W. Nord-
heim, Phys. Rev. 75, 1894 (1949).

Natural Spread_of the Conic Distribution of the
Cerenkov Radiation

YiN-YuaN L1
Department of Physics, University of Illinois, Urbana, Illinois
June 27, 1950

A VISIBLE radiation with remarkable spatial asymmetry was
first observed by Cerenkov (1934)! during his observations
on high speed electrons penetrating transparent materials. Frank
and Tamm? showed theoretically that the Cerenkov radiation is
propagated along the generatrices of a cone that has the direction
of the motion of the electron as the axis and a half-angle 6, given by

¢y

u and ¢/k are, respectively, the velocity of the fast electron and the
phase velocity of the emitted light in the medium, and « is the
refractive index of the medium. They drew this conclusion by
simply considering the enforced interference of coherent rays
emitted along the electron path. In order to treat the problem in
greater detail it is necessary to take into account the fact that the
speed of an electron decreases by a small jump whenever a photon
is emitted. With this modification we find that the spatial asym-
metry of the radiation is given? by

1(6) =1(60)(sinZy) /2, (2)

y=2mx(L/\)(c/ux—cosf). 3)

M is the wave-length of the radiation, @ the angle between the
direction of the motion of the electron and the direction of the
radiation, and L the length of a free path. In the Frank-Tamm
theory the finiteness of L is overlooked. By assuming an infinite L
we obtain a maximum at 6= cos™(¢/u«) as sharp as a é-function.
Since this will not be correct for a finite L, we have a half-breadth
AG(3) for the maximum at 8 determined by

cosfo=c/ku.

where

(C)

(2wkL/\) sinBoA6(3)2160°. (5)

We see that A6(}) decreases remarkably with the increase of the
free path. It is very interesting to notice that the natural width
of the spatial distribution due to the finiteness of the free path of
an electron shows quite an analogy to the natural width of a
spectral line due to the finite lifetime of an excited atom. In order
to estimate the half-breadth which should be actually observed
we must substitute the mean free path Ly, of the electrons in the
medium into (5). From the Frank-Tamm theory we obtain an
estimate of Lx,2210~% cm in the case of a medium with kav=1.5,
a transmission region extending from 2000A to 20,000A, and an
electron beam with 3 Mev kinetic energy. For the visible radia-
tions the half-breadth is

A6(H)~1°/(1—c2/urn?)¥2°. (6)

This conservative estimate of A8(}) serves only as a lower limit,
since other radiative as well as non-radiative collisions* inevitably
cause a shorter free path. Consequently, even if a carefully

siny=y/V2,
ie.,

THE EDITOR

collimated homogeneous beam and a thin plate are used, we still
have an observable spread of the visible radiation in its angular
distribution.® For electrons much faster than those mentioned
above (u~c) both the number of emissions per cm and sinf,
increase slowly with the energy of the incident beam, and so the
change of A8(3) from (6) must be very slight. On the other hand,
when the velocity of the incident electrons is not far from the
threshold ¢/« the variation of sinf,, which appears in (5), becomes
much greater than that of Ls,. The widening of the angular spread
with the decreasing of the energy of the incident beam should be
noticeable. .

The half-breadth of the conic distribution of the Cerenkov
radiation is in all cases of the order of several degrees. It is of the
same order of magnitude that Ginsburg® found theoretically for
the angle of separation between two cones of the Cerenkov radia-
tion from a double refractive crystal. His prediction has never
been verified, though in recent experiments®?%8 mica, with its
optical axis in various orientations with respect to the incident
beam, has been extensively used. We have made clear that each
cone has its natural spread; they closely overlap and cannot be
resolved. Probably the double-cone radiation can never be actually
observed, even if substances with large deviation among the
refractive indices, such as calcite, are used. Furthermore, we can
now understand that even if an ideally collimated homogeneous
beam and a thin plate of kigh dispersive power are used, no rainbow
spectrum with red inside violet (see Eq. (1) and « increases with
frequency) should be observable. Each color has a natural spread
of several degrees, and so a close overlap of different colors is
inevitable.

In passing we should point out that the Frank and Tamm
prediction of the vanishing of radiation when #<¢/« is merely
due to the incorrect assumption of an infinite free path. From
Eq. (2) and a finite L we see that when #<c/k, it is the distinct
maximum of intensity that disappears but not the radiation. The
total intensity decreases continuously with the electron velocity
decreasing through the threshold ¢/«.? The non-vanishing radia-
tion intensity when # <c/x, as well as the finite spread of radiation
also can be easily understood by considering the Huygens con-
struction of coherent rays!® emitted along a short electron free
path.

1P A, (\ferenkov, Comptes rendus U.S.S.R. 8, 451 (1934); 12, 413 (1936) ;
14, 102, 105 (1937); Phys. Rev. 52, 378 (1937).

2], Frank and Ig. Tamm, Comptes rendus U.S.S.R. 14, 109 (1937).

3 L. I. Schiff, Quantum Mechanics (McGraw-Hill Book Company, Inc.,
New York, 1949). The derivation of Eq. (2) is given in detail, pp. 261-265.

4 A quantum theory of the radiative process which produces the photons
of the Cerenkov effect will appear in a forthcoming paper.

5 H. O. Wyckoff and J. E. Henderson, Phys. Rev. 64, 1 (1943). The
observed spread of radiation was interpreted by the authors as simply due
to the finite width of slits and range of electron energy.

¢ V. L. Ginshurg, J. Phys. U.S.S.R. 3, 101 (1940).

7 G. B. Collins and V. G. Reiling, Phys. Rev. 54, 499 (1938).

8 J. M. Harding and J. E. Henderson, Phys. Rev. 74, 1560 (1948).

9 See Eqs. (36) and (37) of E. Fermi, Phys. Rev. 57, 485 (1940).
10 See Fig. 1 of reference 5.

Isomers and Shell Structure

PETER AXEL
University of Illinois, Urbana, Illinois*
July 26, 1950

HERE are 59 genetically related isomers whose transitions
can be classified into the /=4 or /=35 forbiddenness groups
by lifetime-energy considerations.! The data that have appeared
since the last classification was published! have not changed the
general conclusions. While the reliable internal conversion meas-
urements are consistent with / assignments, they do not inde-
pendently define the ! values. More internal conversion measure-
ments could both check internal conversion and isomeric transition
theory.
The simple spin-orbit coupling shell model, as presented by
Maria Mayer,? makes specific spin and parity predictions for the



