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Interpretation of Experiments on the Photonuclear Effect in Heavy Elements~
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An analysis of the experiments to date on photonuclear reactions in heavy nuclei leads to the following
results. There is a correlation between the energy at which the (y,e} cross section is a maximum and the
(y,2n) threshold. The shape of the total photon absorption cross sections in Sb and Ta can be estimated up
to 22 Mev, and there is an indication that the cross section drops ofF strongly above that energy. Using the
estimate of the shape of the total cross section in Ta, one can calculate the neutron yield to be expected in
experiments with 330-Mev bremsstrahlung. The calculated value is only about 60 percent of the experi-
mental value. Evidence is presented that the discrepancy is due to neutrons produced by high energy
photons, presumably due to mesonic eftects. The integrated cross sections for Zn64, Sb, and Ta' ' can be
evaluated and by comparison with the Levinger-Bethe formula lead to values of 0.56, &0.44, and 0.50,
respectively, for the fraction of exchange force in the neutron-proton interaction, assuming that all of the
photoe6ect is due to electric dipole transition.

'HERE have been many experiments on the photo-
nuclear effect. ' "Some of these have been inter-

preted as agreeing with Bohr's model of the compound
nucleus, whereas others have seemed to disagree. Thus,
Hirzel and %afBer' measured the ratio of emitted
protons to neutrons from nuclei irradiated by 17.S-Mcv

y-rays and found tha, t this ratio was much higher than
that predicted by compound nucleus theory. Another
apparent discrepancy arose when it was established that
the (y,e) cross section in medium weight elements had
a maximum around 20 Mev and dropped o6 sharply for
higher energies. According to compound nucleus theory,
his drop-OR should be due to the competition to the

(y,m) reaction aRorded by the (y,2n). But experi-

entally, it appeared that the (y,2e) cross section was
uch too sma, ll to .furnish appreciable competition. It
as this discrepancy, among others, that lcd Goldhaber

nd Teller" to propose their special model of nuclear

ipole vibrations, Finally, various observers have found

hat the angular distribution of high energy protons
rom (y,p) reactions is not spherically symmetrica1, in

ontradiction to the predictions of the compound
ucleus.
On the other hand, there were experiments which

ere in good agreement with compound nucleus theory.
hus, the angular distribution of the low energy neu-

rons and protons produced in the nuclear photoeGect
as measured by various workers and found to be

phcrlcally symmetrical. lo ll so Also, thc cncI'gy dlstllbu
ion of the neutrons and protons was in good agreement
ith the compound nucleus model. "Moreover, Bycrly
nd Stephens'6 measured the ratio of neutrons to
rotons emitted from Cu when irradiated with 24-Mev
remsstrahlung and found excellent agreement with the
I'cdlctlons of %clsskopf and Kwlng) which wcI'c based

n the compound nucleus model.
These apparently contradictory results are, we think,

esolved in part by the suggest. ion of Courant" that
here may be a direct photocftect on protons, in which

hcy are ejected from the nucleus without a compound

nucleus being formed. The cross section for this process
an bc qultc small and st, ill cxplaln thc anomalously

arge number of protons- in Hirzcl and %aRer's experi-

ent. Also, this hypothesis explains naturally the
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TAsLE I. Summary of data on photonuclear reactions.

Isotope

IL'

AP'
P31
Fe54
Nj58

Cu'3
Cu"
Cu63

Cu"
Cu"

Sb181

Sb 3

Yal81

Thresh-
old

4 4

14
12.4
18.3
18.5
10.9
10.9
10.9
10.2

~ 4 ~

19.0
18.5

'~ 4 ~

9.3
9.3
8.0

Half-
%max width

(y,e) reactions
4» ~

~ ~ 4

19.6
19.0

~ ~ ~

17.5
~ 4

17.5
19.0
19.0

~ ~

~ ~ ~

16.5
14.5
14.5
13.5

0 4 ~

~ ~ ~

7.5
5.7
4.6
6.0

6.0

~ ~ ~

7.1

~ ~ ~

5.5
5.5
4.5

J'crd R'
(Mev-barns)

0.047
0.086
0.107

~ ~ ~

0.120
0.42
0.33
0.70
0.77~0.15
0.60
1.40
0.89
0.61
0.83
0.77
1.65

&1.2
2.0

&0.39

Refer-
en,ce

24
35
21.

~ ~ ~

18
25
25
15
35
11
15
2]a
21a
25
35
11
15
15
15

ClR

Mg
AP9

67Fo N
27% Ni6O

(y,p) reactions

21.5~0.5 1.7
~ t

21.2~0.5 5.4
18.7 5.4

0.063W0.016 38
0.056m 0.03 28
0.12~0.03 38
0.32+0.08 38

Qv Cp52
30Zn68

41Cb 93

0

21.3 6.6

0,14~0.04
0.068
0.12~0.03

Reaction
s~h, mp+d)
Zn~(y, pn}Cu6s
Zn66(g, pn) Cu64

Zn~h )2e)Zn6~

Cu~(y, 2n) Cu61

Higher order reactions

0.004
0.26
0.13
0.047
0.035

a In this reference the measurements of integrated cross sections are
relative to that of Cu"3. To convert, these relative values to the absolute
ones given in this table we have taken as the integrated cross-section for
Cue' the mean-of the three values given above, i.e., 0.69-Mev barn.

angular asymmetry of high energy protons mentioned
above. Moreover, it does not destroy the agreement
with the compound nucleus theory that Byerly and
Stephens found. The directly-ejected protons are
important only when the proton binding energy is so
high that the number of evaporated protons is small.
This is the case in the experiments of Hirzcl Rnd Wager
but is not so for Cu", the element measured by Byerly
and Stephens.

There is also no contradiction between compound
nucleus theory and the fact mentioned above, tha, t the
(y,2N) cross section in Cu6' is much too small to provide
competition for the (y,n) reaction. It appears experi-
mentally that the (y,lp) cross section is much larger
than the (7,2n) cross section and, indeed, is sufficiently
large to RfI'ord competition.

There is some other evidence that has not been
presented before for the validity of the statistical model.
For heavy nuclei, the emission of a proton is strongly
inhibited by the Coulomb barrier. The only important
processes appear to be the emission of neutrons. H the
statistical theory and the idea of competition is correct,

we would expect to find a correla, tion between the energy
at which the (y,n) cross section is maximum and the
threshold of the (y,2n) reaction. Evidence for such a
correlation is presented in Sec. III.

. The statistical model predicts what happens after the
nucleus absorbs a photon. There are also theories which

say something about the absorption of the photon in

the 6rst place. In particular, we shall consider the work

of Levinger and Bethe. 4' Using so-called "sum rules"
these authors ca,lculate the integrated cross section for
dlpolc Rbsolptlon of R photon. "They gct thc formula

o „„i(W)dW=0.060(iVZ/A)(1+0. 8x). (1)

Here x is the fraction of exchange force in the neutron-
proton potential (assumed to be due to central forces

only). Oi &,i(W) is the sum of all processes in which a
photon is absorbed, i.e., it is the sum of the cross sections
for all such processes as (y,m), (y,p), (y,2e), etc. If we
have an experimental value for this sum, we have a
means of deducing the fraction of exchange force in the
neutron-proton potential, always remembering the as-
sumption of dipole transition. The integral in Eq. (1)
can be evaluated from the available data in some cases.
This is discussed in Scc.QI.

The experiments that we have analyzed to obtain the
results stated above have been of two major kinds. The
6rst kind is that in which the integrated cross sectloQ
and sometimes the detailed shape of a particular reac-
tion is measured, detecting the reaction by the method
of induced radioactivity. The second kind is that in
which the total neutron yield is measured from a target
irradiated by bremsstrahlung or some other source of
photons. The latter method has the advantage that one

gets information about all reactions in which a neutron
is emitted, but it has the corresponding disadvantage
that one cannot immediately isolate the contribution to
the total cross section frorri particular reactions. This
dlsRdvRntRgc can bc overcome to soIlM cxtcnt by coIIl-

paring the results of experiments done at different
maximum bremsstrahlung energies. Among the experi-
ments which we shall use, are those of McDaniel et al."
on neutron yields using photons from the Li(p, y) reac-
tion, that of Price and Kcrst' using bremsstrahlung at
j.8- a,nd 22-Mev maximum energy and those of Terwil-
liger et ul." and of Kerst" using bremsstrahlung at
about 330-Mev maximum energy. By comparing the
difference between the 18- and 22-Mev yields, one gets
information about the cross section for neutron emission
between these energies; this is mainly information
about the (y,2N) cross section for heavy elements. By
further comparing the 22-Mev results with the 330-Mev
results, we can And something about the contribution
of the cross section between 22 and 330 Mev.

In the next section, we present a compilation of the

4' J. S. Levinger and H. A. Bethe, Phys. Rev. 78, 115 (1950).
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data OIl 1ndividual 1eactloIls aIid in the following section,
show that for heavy elements there is a strong correla-
tion between the (y,2n) threshold and the peak of the
(y,n) cross section. In Sec. IV, we try to estimate the
magnitude of the (y, 2n) cross section in some elements
by comparing the j.8- and 22-Mev data of Kerst and.
Price and by using the results of McDaniel mentioned
above. %'e can then use this estimate and the 330-Mev
bremsstrahlung data to try to 6nd something about the
cross section between 22 and 330 Mev. This work, plus
other evidence presented in Sec. V, indicates that the
total cross section drops o6 quite sharply above 22 Mev
and begins to rise again at energies of the order of 200
Mev. This rise may be due to mesonic effects. In Sec.
VI, we use our deductions from the experimental data
to calculate the integrated cross section and. hence the
fraction of exchange force in the I pinteractio-n.

II. SUMMARY OF DATA

In Table I'we present a summary of the data available
on photonuclear reactions. 'I'here are some interesting
features to note in this table. The erst is the rather
regular rise of the integrated cross section for (y,e) reac-
tions. Also, there is a slight indication that for elements
heavier than Cu, the (y,m) half-width decreases slowly
with Z. As opposed to the (y,rs) reactions, the integrated
cross section for (y,p) reactions rises with Z up to about
Z=28 aIld then beg1Ils to drop 06. Yh.ls trend 1s con-
firmed by the woI'k of Mann and Halpern, " who
measure the yields of (y,p) reactions as a function of Z.
These yicldh are roughly proportional to the integrated,
cross section. Mann and Halpern also find a maximum
yield at around Z=30. At this point the yields are of
the same order of magnitude as for the (y,rl) reaction.
Beyond Z=30, however, the proton yield drops oQ

rapidly and at Z=SO is about one-hundredth the neu-
tron yield. This is easily understandable as due to the
effect of the Coulomb barrier. It suggests that in heavy
elements one can con6ne attention to processes in which
a neutron is emitted. The last point to be noted in
Table I is that the integrated cross section for the

(y,pn) reaction in a medium weight element can be
much larger than that for the (y,2rs) reaction. For
MZn'4, e.g. , the integrated (y,pn) cross section is about
0.4 of the integrated (y,rs) cross section. This suggests
that, if the statistical model holds, competition in

medium weight elements may be provided by (p,pl)
rather than (y,2rl) reactions.

According to the Bohr concept of the compound
nucleus, the cross section 0~,,(W) for a reaction in which

a particle @44 is emitted when a photon of energy 5' is
incident on a nucleus, is n„, (W)=o,b, (W))&P,(W).

~We shall let the subscript u signify several particles if the
excitation energy 8" is high enough that they can be emitted.

Here o,b, (W) is the cross section for absorption of a
photon of energy W, and P,(W) is the probability that
at excitation energy lV, the nucleus emits a particle
type u. Now, as is well known, the cross section of the
(y,rl) reaCtiOn, o r, „(W),haS a maXimum arOund 19 MeV
for medium weight elements and at somewhat smaller
values for heavier elements. In all measured cases, the
cross section is small or zero near threshold and rises
sharply to the maximum. %'e will say nothing about
'tllls lllltlRl 1lsc llcrc. A 111axllrlulll 111 'tllc (y,rr) Rbsorptloll
cross section could be caused by a maximum in o,b, (W),
or, if we assume that o,b, (W) is more or less flat near
5', the maximum couM be caused by a dropping o6
of J',(W). The last assumption seems to us to be much
l.ess 1estrict1ve.

If we make it, we would expect to 6nd. a correlation
in heavy elements between the energy 8' at which the

(y,rs) cross section is maximum and the (y,2rs) threshold.
Ke have restricted this statement to heavy elements
because, as we have discussed in the introduction, it is

only for these that one can be reasonably certain a priori,
that essentially only neutrons are emitted. For medium

weight elements, we would expect a correlation if the

(y,2n) process dominated the (y,Prl). We are reasonably
sure that this is the case for Cu", for which Byerly and
Stephens have found that proton emission is small com-

pared with neutron emission. Thus, we include Cu6~

along with four other heavy elements in Table II, which

seems to show that there is a real correlation between
W„and the (y,2e) threshold.

A word about the method of calcul. ating the (y,2rs)

thresholds given in the third -column of Table II may
be useful here. That for Ag'" is obtained by adding the
value given by Sher eI, at."for the photoneutron thresh-

old in Ag"' to Harvey's4' value for the photoneutron
threshold in Ag'". Similarly, for Sb"' we have used
Sher's value for the threshoM in Sb"' and Harvey's for
the threshold. in Sb"'. For the other elements, we have
had to 'add the measured values of the (y,rr) threshold
(fl'0111 Hal'vcy Rnd/or Sllcl') 111 tllc ol'lglllal llllclells Rlld

the value calculated. from the semi-empirical mass

formula for the Anal nucleus, or vice versa. The
measured, values have probable errors of about 0.2 Mev.
A comparison of Harvey's data on some neighboring

TABLE II. Comparison of the h, 2e) threshold and energy lV at
which the ('y, s) cross sectloIl ls lnaxlIQu01.

Flement

ggCu@
4yAgm9
SISb"'

Sb183

~8Ya18l

19.0
16.5
14.5
14.5
14.0'

18.1
16.05~0.28
15.6~0.3
15.4
14.1

& This value is a later one than that presenteti in Table I and is talren
from a preprint of a paper by R. ¹ H. Haslam, I .A. Smith, and J.G. U.
Taylor,

4' Sher, Halpern, and Mann, Phys. Rev. 84, 387 (1951).
«s J. A. Harvey, Phys. Rev. 81, 353 (1951).
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elements with the calculated values for those elements,
indicates that the calculated values that enter here
should be good to within 0.3 or 0.4 Mev. Therefore, we
expect the (y,2e) thresholds given in Table II for Cu,
Sb"', and Ta to be accurate to perhaps 0.5 Mev.
Probably, this is the magnitude of error in the position
in the maximum of the cross section. Thus, our values
seem to be sufFiciently accurate as not to destroy the
correlation, if there is one.

IV. ESTIMATE OF (y, n) AND (y,2n) CROSS SECTION
FOR Sb AND Ta

In this section, we attempt to estimate the (y,m) and

(y, 2n) cross sections as a function of photon energy and
hence, the total cross section below the (y,3e) threshold,
for Sb and Ta. The reason for limiting ourselves to these
two elements will appear shortly.

The shape of the (y,n) cross section for Ta"' (the
only isotope of Ta) is known from the work of Johns
et al. ,

"but the absolute magnitude is not. Naturally
occurring Sb consists of two isotopes, Sb'" (56 percent)
and Sb"' (44 percent). The (y,n) cross section for Sb"'
has been measured by Johns et al. '4 The shape of the
(y,n) cross section in Sb"', for those reactions in which
the nucleus is left in the 16.4-minute isomeric state, has
also been measured. The shape of this cross section
curve is, within experimental error, the same as that
for Sb"'. We will assume here that the shape of the
(y,e) reaction in which Sb is left in the ground state is
the same as that measured for the reaction in which Sb
is left in the isomeric state, 4' Thus, both isotopes of Sb
will be assumed to have the same total cross section
shape. It would be very natural& both a priori and in
view of the assumed similarity in shape between the
cross sections in Sb"' and Sb"', to assume further that
the magnitudes are the same. We shall not do this here,
but instead shall estimate independently the magnitude
of the cross section in Sb"', we shall find that it does
come out to be very close to that for Sb"'.

We already know something about the total cross
section in Sb and Ta, since we know the shape of the
(y,m) cross section and up to the (y, 2n) threshold this
is the total cross section. In the last section, we found
that the (y,e) cross section had a maximum, i.e. , was
flat just at and below the (y, 2n) threshold. In view of
the correlation we have found between the energy at
which the (y,e) reaction is maximum and the (y,2e)
threshoM, it seems very reasonable to assume that the
total. cross section is fairly fIat just beyond the maxi-
mum. Starting from this, we can estimate the total

4'Evidence for the correctness of this assumption is had from
the work of R. Montalbetti and L. Katz, Phys. Rev. 83, 892
(1951).These authors have measured the cross-section curves for
Mo' (y,e)Mo" when Mo" is left both in the ground state and in
a 15.5-min isomeric state. They find a peak for both reactions at
18.7 Mev and also find that above 15.5 Mev the shape of the
cross-section curves are the same. The cross sections begin to differ
below 15.5 Mev, but they are small compared to their peak values-
in that region. Similar results have been found by R. Sagane
(private communication).

cross section above the (y,2e) threshold in more detail
using the data of Price and Kerst' on neutron yields
with 18- and 22-Mev bremsstrahlung and the data of
McDaniel et ul."on neutron yields with p-rays from the
Li'(p, y) reaction.

Price and Kerst have made measurements of the
neutron yields from a large number of elements, using
18- and 22-Mev bremsstrahlung. The ratio of these
yields is a smoothly varying function of Z for Z greater
than about 30. The difference in yields between the
18- and 22-Mev experiments is due to the difference in
the bremsstrahlung spectra at these energies, weighted
by the cross section [mainly (&,2N)] W.e know what
the difference between the 18- and 22-Mev spectra
looks like from the work of Schiff. 4' Thus, we can
estimate roughly what the (y,2') cross section must be
between these energies to agree with Kerst and Price' s
experiment. This first estimate is rather ambiguous,
since there is, of course, more than one shape which will

give agreement, but it is a starting point, and we shall
see later how it can be made more accurate.

Now, using our guess of the shape of the (y, 2n) cross
section we can estimate the absolute cross sections in a
way which is insensitive to errors in the (&,2n) cross
section. Price and Kerst have also measured the relative
neutron yields of various elements at 18 Mev, among
them Cu. Now, the (y,e) cross sections for Cu" and
Cu" are quite well known. The integrated cross section
for Cu has been measured by three de'erent ob-
servers""" with fairly good agreement among the
three measurements. The measurements of the Cu"
cross section by Diven and Almy" and by Johns et al."
agree quite well with each other. The cross section
curve for Cu" has been measured only by Johns ei ui. ,
but. it agrees very well with the Cu":Cu" cross-section
ratio measurements at 17.5 Mev-of Hirzel and Waar.
Thus, there is reason to have considerable confidence in
an average of the different sets of measurements on Cu"
and of Johns' measurements of Cu". Then, using the
18-Mev bremsstrahlung spectrum due to Schiff, we can
calculate the absolute neutron yield to be expected
from natural copper. Using the relative cross-section
shapes as estimated above for the element considered,
we can also calculate what the absolute magnitude must
be to agree with Kerst's 18-Mev data on the yield
relative to Cu.

To successfully carry out the analysis outlined above,
we must know the shape of the (y,e) cross section. This
is known for all the isotopes in Table II. But now we
see why the only elements we can use are Sb and Ta
and not Ag and Cu. This is because Kerst and Price
use natural isotopic mixtures of the elements, and Ag"'
and Cu" represent only 48.1 percent and 29.9 percent
of the natural isotopic mixture, respectively. On the
other hand Ta'" and Sb"' and Sb"' together, account

"L.I. Schiff, Phys. Rev. 83, 252 (1951).
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for approximately 100percent of the isotopic abundances
of Ta and Sb.

Our estimate of the absolute magnitude of the (y,n)
cross section is insensitive to the estimated shape of the
(&,2e) cross sections, since most of the neutron yield
with 18-Mev bremsstrahlung from Sb and Ta comes
from the (y,n) reaction.

We can check and refine the above rough estimates
using other experimental data. McDaniel et al. have
measured the neutron yield relative to Cu from various
elements irradiated with the y-rays from the Li'(p, y)
reaction. Thcsc y-rays comprise R shRrp linc Rt 17.6 Mev
and another component of about half the intensity
with a half-width of about 2 Mev centered at 14.8 Mev.
Since we know the cross sections for Cu and have an
estimate of the cross sections for other elements, we can
calculate the relative yields to be expected in the
experiment of McDaniel and if necessary, correct our
previous estimates. The relative yieMs in McDaniel's
experiment are particularly sensitive to the absolute
value of the (y,2e) cross section at 17.6 Mev. Our
results are given in Pig. 1.

The curves in this figure are such as to agree within

a few percent with the experimental data we have used

to check them, namely the ratio of neutrons yields to
that of Cu in the experiments of. Kerst and Price, Rnd

of McDaniel Rnd the ratio of the 18- and 22-Mev yields

in the Kerst and Price experiment. We estimate that
they are not in error by more than 15 percent. Although
we have drawn in the total cross section up to 22 Mcv,
the data does not really tell much about the cross
sections above 20 Mev. Thus, as far as this data goes,
it is quite possible that above 20 Mev the cross-section

curve for Sb does not drop o6 as sharply as indicated,

i.e., that there may be a long Rat tail which contributes

appreciably to the integrated cross sections. For Ta, the

situation is quite diRerent. Here the cross section has

dropped to less than one-6fth of its maximum value by
20 Mev; hence it seems very unlikely that there is

appreciable contribution to the integrated cross section

from energies above 22 Mev.
The integrated cross section for the (y,e) reaction up

to 22 Mev in Sb is given by our estimates as 1.82-Mev

barns, which is very close to the value of 2.0 Mev-barns

found by Katz for Sb"'. This is very reasonable, as we

have discussed earlier, in the light of the similarity in

cross-section shape between Sb"' and Sb"'.

V. YIELDS KITH 330-MEV BREMSSTRAHLUNG.
EVIDENCE FOR AN INCREASE IN THE TOTAL

CROSS SECTION AT HIGH ENERGIES

Terwilliger et at.30 Rnd Kerst' have measured. the

absolute yields of neutrons using bremsstrahlung with

a 330-Mev maximum energy. %e can calculate the

yields to be expected in Sb and Ta from the (p,e) and

(&,2e) reactions by photons of energy up to 22 Mev by
using the results given in Fig. 1 for the shape and ab-
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FIG. 1. Estimate of the (y,e) and (y,2e) cross sections in Sb:
(56 'percent Sb~'+44 percent Sb'2') and 73Ta'8'. The shape of
the (y,n) cross section is assumed known from the work of Johns
et at. The shape of the total cross section (and hence of the (y,2e)
cross section} is estimated roughly from Price and Kerst's data
on the ratio of neutron yields with 18- and 22-Mev bremsstrahlung.
The absolute magnitude of the cross sections can then be found
by using the known cross sections in Cu and comparing Price and
Kerst's yield at 18 Mev for the element concerned with that for
Cu. This estimate is insensitive to errors in the shape of the (y, 2n)
cross section. Finally, the procedure is checked and re6ned by
using the data of McDaniel et at. on the yields relative to Cu using
y-rays from the Li(p, y) reaction. This data is particularly sensitive
to the absolute value of the (y,2e) cross section at 17.6 Mev.

solute magnitude of the cross-section curves. The for-

mula for the yields with 330-Mev bremsstrahlung is

neutrons
Yield )—

I.erg Xmole/cm')

f dW
=1.77&&10' L(o~, „(W)+2o~,g„(W) ~ ~ ~ )j

lV

for cross sections in barns. Computing from this for-

mula, one gets for the yields up to 22 Mev of Ta'" and

the natural isotopic mixture of Sb, 526 and 320 neu-

trons/(erg Xmole/cm'), respectively. The measured



330 L. E YGES

I I I I I I & I I

I: TRANSITION CURVE FOR

I.P

.9

8

o .7
tLj
o= .6

5 5

LLIz .3

FOR

yields" are 940 and 552 neutrons/(erg&& mole/cm'), and
are thus higher than the calculated yields by almost a
factor two. Thus, there is evidence that a considerable
fraction of the neutron yield in experiments with 330-
Mev bremsstrahlung comes from photons with energy
greater than 22 Mev. A Priori, there is no way to decide
whether the photon absorption cross section drops ofI
fairly quickly beyond the maximum or whether there
is an appreciable tail.

For Sb, as we have seen, one cannot say with any
certainty whether such a tail exists or not. For Ta the
situation is diferent. Here, our reconstruction of the
cross-section curves indicates that the total cross section
is small at 22 Mev and that there is no evidence for an
appreciable tail. Moreover, for Pb there is other
evidence that shows much more strongly that the extra
neutrons which are needed above 22 Mev to give agree-
ment with the 330-Mev data come not from a long tail
to the photon absorption cross-section, but rather from
an increase in the neutron yield for photon energies of
the order of 200 Mev.

This evidence is as follows: Terwilliger et ul. have
measured the transition curve for the neutron yield in
Pb due to 330-Mev photons, i.e., the curve of yield per
unit thickness ~s thickness in Pb. This curve is repro-
duced in Fig. 2. Now, we would expect the photon ab-
sorption cross section for Pb to be quite similar to that
for Ta, except that the maximum should be shifted to
a somewhat lower energy, say 14 Mev. But we have a
good idea of what a transition curve resulting from a
spectrum of photons with maximum energy around 14
Mev should look like. Such a transition curve is essen-
tially determined by the energy in the photon absorp-

4' The values of Kerst are 27 percent lower than those of Ter-
williger. We have taken as the measured value the arithmetic
mean of Terwilliger's and Kerst's values.

I 2 5 4 5 6 7 8 9 IO II

THICKNESS (RAD. UNITS)

FIG. 2. Decomposition of the transition curve for neutron yield
due to 330-Mev bremsstrahlung in Pb. Curve I is the original
transition curve as measured by Terwilliger et al. Curve II is
the transition curve for a spectrum of photons with peak energy
at 14 Mev. Curve III is the difference between curves I and II
and is presumably the transition curve due to neutrons produced
by mesons. It corresponds to an energy of the order 200 Mev.

Reaction J'ad 8' (Mev-barns) Source

Arithmetic mean of the-values in
references 21, 25, and 36.
Estimated from evaporation model.
Reference 21.
Reference 4.
Reference 21.
'From values in reference 21 for
30Zn66, multiplied by two to take
account of the fact that J'o ~, „dW'
,for II0Zn" is twice that for 3gn".

J'0 totaldW' = 1.39; X=0.56.

(7 s) 0.730

(7 P)
(7'2N)
(7)2p)
(7,'Pn)
(7,'p2s)
(7',p38)
(7',P4~)

0.14
0.047

~0
0.260

~0.12
~0.066
~0.028

energy. We estimate this energy to be of the order of
200 Mev. The obvious explanation of the source of this
high energy yield of neutrons is froro. the stars produced
by mesons, either real or virtual.

The relative contribution to the neutron yield due to
the high energy photons as compared with those around
14 Mev in the Terwilliger et ul. experiments is given
approximately by the relative height of the two transi-
tion curves at t =0, since in these experiments the thick-
ness of the targets was small compared with a radiation
length. From the relative heights at t=0, we conclude
that for Pb the high energy photon component con-
tributes about 40 percent of'the neutron yield and the
low energy component about 60 percent. This is in
excellent agreement with our results for Ta, where we
concluded that the high energy component contributed
44 percent of the neutron yield.

If we make the guess indicated by the dotted line in
Fig. 1 for the cross section of Sb above 22 Mev, we find
that this cross section gives an absolute yield of 328
neutrons/(ergXmole/cm'). This is 59 percent of the
yield found by Terwilliger et al. Thus for this estimate

tion cross section for which the cross section is a maxi-
mum. Its main features do not depend on whether the
cross section has a tail or not, provided it is not very
large. Strauch" has measured transition curves for
photon spectra with peaks at. 16 and 19 Mev (the (y,n)
cross sections in Ag'" and Cu", respectively). These
curves, normalized to unity at the origin, do not dier
by more than 30 percent at most and usually by much
less than that. One can then quite reliably extrapolate
them to And the transition curve due to a photon spec-
trum with 14-Mev maximum energy. This extrapolated
curve is shown in Fig. 2, as curve II, normalized to
Terwilliger's curve at radiative units. We see that for
thicknesses greater than a radiation length, this curve
has the same shape within the experimental error as the
transition curve in Pb measured by Terwilliger et al.
If we subtract the two, we get the transition curve for
neutron yield from those photons which are not con-
tained in the spectrum around 14 Mev. The subtracted
curve is given by curve III of Fig. 2. We see that it falls
oG very sharply and thus corresponds to a very high

TABLE III. Evaluation of J'O.t,t, id%' and x, the fraction of
exchange force in the neutron-proton interaction, for 3tIZn".
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of 'the Sb cross section, . 41 percent of the yield comes
from high energy photons.

Finally, our hypothesis that the photon absorption
cross section for heavy elements drops off quite sharply
beyond the maximum is supported by direct experi-
mental evidence. Anderson and DuKeld'0 have meas-
ured the total absorption cross section of U'38 and Gnd
that at 23 Mev, the cross section is a small fraction of
its value at 15 Mev, the energy at which the maximum
cross section occurs.

RcactloxL

&V&N)

(V)2+)
{y,N)2)

Jed 8' (Mev-barns)

1.82
0.59

?

Source

Secs. II and III
Secs. II and III

JP o&.~&dW) 2.41; e&0.44.

Tables III, IV, and V, and then we discuss the data
brieQy.

%'e consider first, the data for 30Zn'4 given in Table
III. There are several reactions listed, the source of
which is the work of Stra, uch." Strauch has measured

only values of the integrated cross sections relative to
that of Cu". To obtain absolute values from his data,
we have combined. his relative measurements with three
measurements of the integrated cross sections for the

(y,e) reaction on Cu" by Johns et al. , Marshall, and'
Diven and Almy. These authors give this integrated
cross section as 0.70, 0.77&0.15 and 0.60 Mev-barns,
respectively. We have used the mean of these three
values, 0.69 Mev-barns, to get* absolute values from
Strauch's relative measurements.

The integrated cross section for the (y,p) reaction is
obtained from the known (y,n) cross section combined
with the calculations of Weisskopf and Ewing on the
relative probability of evaporation of a proton or
neutron. This should give a fairly reliable estimate, since
the proton is bound much less tighly than the neutron.
As we have discussed in the introduction, in such a case

"R. E. Anderson and R. B.DufBeld, Bull. Am. Phys. Soc, 26,
Xo. 6, 82 (1951).

EVALU'ATH) Ã OF J' 0'tofas ld W' COMPARISO N
WITH LEVINGER-BETHE FORMULA

In this section, we try to evaluate the total integrated
cross section for photon absorption from experimental
data. When this is done we can use this value in Kq. (1)
to try to Gnd the fraction of exchange force x in the I-p
interaction. The total cross section for photon absorp-
tion is the sum of the cross sections for all processes in
which a photon is absorbed and a particle (or photon)
is emitted. There is sufhcient data for the elements

,ezna' and 7,Ta'" to evaluate the total cross section with
reasonable accuracy. Also, one can get a lower limit
from the data on Sb. First, we present our data in

TAsr.z IV. Evaluation of JPo&.~|dW and a, the fraction oi
exchange force in the neutron-proton interaction, for Sb.

IAAF..V. Evaluation of 1'crt t id%' and x, the fraction of exchange
force In the neutron-proton Interaction, for q3Ta'g'

Reaction

(V,s)
(y,2e)
(~,e&2)

J'ad W' {Mev-barns)

2.96
0.81
c

Source

Secs. II and III
Secs. II and III
Secs. II arid III

J"ot,t,id''= 3.7/; x=0.56.

the evaporation theory probably predicts the relative
numbers of neutrons and protons fairly accurately. Our
calculation neglects the protons which are emitted
bdow the threshold for neutron production, but it is
very likely that the number of such protons is sma11.
We would expect the integrated (y,2P) cross section to
be very small, since the integrated (y,P) cross section
is small. There is also evidence for this from the data
of Perlman' on the neighboring element Cu63. Perlman
ftnds that the relative yields for the Cue'(y, e) and
Cues(y, 2P) reactions from 50-Mev bremsstrahlung are
35 and. 0.16, respectively. Assuming that the energy at
which the (y,2p) cross section is a maximum is about
twice that for the (y,m) gives the result that the inte-
grated (y,2p) cross section is about 1 percent of the
integrated (y,n) cross section. We would expect a
similar result from Zn. Also, we would expect that the
cross sections for higher order reactions involving two
protons as (y,2pe), (y,2p2n), etc., are small, as well as
the (y,y) and (y,n) reaction. Thus, it is likely that the
data listed in Table II includes all reactions whose
integrated cross sections are appreciable and that the
value for J'o~r &dS" is fairly accurate. Putting this
value into the formula (1) gives a value a=0.56 for the
fraction of the exchange force in the n pinterac-tion.
This is in good agreement with the ratio postulated by
Serber to explain the high energy e-p scattering. In
Tables IV and V, we present data for the evaluation of
J'&r„„tdW for Sb and r3Ta'". As we have noted. before,
the cross section for Sb is not known above 22 Mev.
Hence, the integrated cross section given must be con-
sidered to be a lower limit. For Ta, on the other hand,
we expect the integrated cross to be, to a good approxi-
mation, the sum of the (y,e) and (y,2N) integrated.
cross sections. Comparing the total integrated cross
sections with formula (1),one gets the values of x shown.

Considering the errors involved in their calculation, the
three values of x deduced. here must be considered. to
be in good agreement with one another. In these cal-
culations we have had. to neglect contributions to the
electric-dipole photoeGect from photons with energy
greater than 330 Mev, but we expect this to be a very
small contribution.

Katz and. Penfold'8 have made similar calculations
to that of this section for S" and conclude that the
integrated cross section is much less, -about 8 of that
expected from the I evinger-Bethe formula. We think
the reason for this disagreement is that among other

things, they neglect. to include the cross sections for
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higher order reactions in which two or more neutrons
are produced. The evidence for this is as follows. %e
have taken their estimate for the (y,e) cross section and
their measurements of the (y,pe) cross section and
calculated the yield of neutrons to be expected in
Jarmie, Jones, and Terwilliger s experiments. The yield
comes out to be too low by a factor 6ve. Thus, there
seems to be an appreciable cross section from reactions
which Katz and Penfold have not taken into account.
Of course, this yield might come from neutrons produced
by high energy photons in a similar process to the one
we have to postulate above to explain the Terwilliger
transition curve. In this case the high energy process

would have to account for 80 percent of the i1eutrons
observed with 330-Mev bremsstrahlung. This seems
rather high. If we assume arbitrarily, that as for heavy
elements the high energy process accounts for about
40 percent of the neutron yield, then the (y,n) cross
section alone is too small by a factor three to secure
agreement with. Terwilliger's results. Thus, the estiInate
of the (y,e) cross section is either much too low or else
there are higher order reactions with integrated cross
sections comparable to that for the (y,n) process. At
any rate, it seems that it would be premature to claim
disagreement with the Levinger-Bethe formula until
more measurements are made.
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Nuclear Phenomena Deducible from q-Pair Theory with Pseudoscalar Coupling*
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The case of pseudoscalar coupling between nucleons and p-Beld is considered within the framework of
p-pair theory. Besides the usual perturbation treatment, the strong coupling approximation for this case
is developed. Both methods are applied to the problems of scattering of p-mesons by nucleons and the
nucleon-nucleon interaction. Interpolation between the extremes of weak and strong coupling suggests
that this p-pair theory may be promising with an intermediate coupling strength, a condition also required
by the p-pair theory of the x-meson.

1. INTRODUCTION

KSIDKS the Yukawa theory of nuclear forces,
some attention has in the past been devoted to

the so-called pair theories according to which the
interaction between nucleons may be pictured as being
transmitted by a pair of particles instead of a single
particle (s.-meson). The quanta of a pair may be either
bosons' or fermions. ~ The latter were 6rst taken to be
electron-neutrino or electron-positron pairs and later
p-meson pairs. '

One recommending feature of pair theories is the
saturation characteristics of the nuclear forces." ' A
second is the possibility of interpreting the m-meson as
a pair of p-mesons bound together due to a small
admixture of, a virtual nucleon-pair state, ~ and the
possible explanation of the V-particles' B,s excited.

*This paper was written as a Ph, D. thesis in the Department
of Physics, University of Chicago, Chicago, Illinois.

f Present address: U. S. Naval Ordnance Test Station, Inyo-
kern, China Lake, California.
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nuclear states resulting from the binding of p-mesons,
sRy, by R bare nucleon. The fact that. the spiIl of such
excited states may be integral or half-integral, depend-
ing on whether an odd or even number of fermions has
been bound, may be helpful in understanding the long
lifetime of the neutral V-particle (10 " sec), in par-
ticular its stability against y-decay into the neutron
ground state.

The most serious objection against pair theories may
well be the role played by the momentum cutoB which
must be introduced to achieve convergence and which
dominantly RGects the predictions of the theory in the
high energy I'eglon. Since lt turns out thRt the cutofI
also determines the range of the nuclear for'ces and the
density of nucleons in heavy nuclei, 5 its order of
magnitude is roughly that of the meson mass (times c).
Therefore, if one takes the cut-OG prescription seriously
to the extent of applying it, for example, to the scatter-
ing of p;mesons by nucleons, then one wouM expect at
kinetic energies much greater than 100 Mev a very
small cross section, while a substantially larger value
for energies of the order 100 Mev or somewhat less.
According to the measurements of Amaldi and Fidecaro'
the cross section is at most 4.5X10 "cm' per nucleon
for p-energies between 200 and 320 Mev, and above
320 Mev it is at most 2.3&10 "cm' per nucleon. The
cuto8 therefore ofters an explanation for the presently

' K. Amaldi and G. I"idecaro, Phys. Rev. 81, 339 (1951).


