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The collision (in Born approximation) of electrons with Hy*, in which the molecule is raised from the
ground state to the lowest lying repulsive state and is therewith dissociated, is discussed as the simplest
example of a collision resulting in molecular dissociation. Both the angular distribution of dissociated
protons and the excitation of the molecule to a state of definite angular momentum are investigated, and
the connection between them is made clear. For the former, rules giving the dominant characteristics of
the angular distribution are stated and illustrated by an example; for the latter, a detailed example is
given which brings out the scope of the Franck-Condon principle and shows that near the energy of dissoci-
ation that gives the Franck-Condon maximum of the scattering amplitude there are also other sizable
maxima, i.e., the Franck-Condon principle has a sort of fine structure.

INTRODUCTION

S the cross section for excitation by electron
impact of a vibrational state of a diatomic
molecule in a fixed electronic state is very small}! it is
clear that dissociation of the molecule by an impinging
.charge must occur predominantly through an alteration
of the electronic state from one which gives nuclear
binding to one which gives nuclear repulsion. Roscoe?
and Massey and Mohr® have examined the excitation
of H, to various electronic states; the latter consider
the dissociation of the molecule, but without regard to
the angular distribution of dissociated atoms or to the
details of nuclear motions that reveal details of the
Franck-Condon principle. In this report we study, as the
simplest example of molecular dissociation, an electron
collision with Hy* that raises the molecule from the
ground 1so 2X,* state to the 2po *Z,* repulsive state;
we shall show in what sense the Franck-Condon
principle has a structure and shall bring out the char-
acter of the angular distribution of dissociated atoms.
Though several simplifying approximations will be
made, the quantitative nature of the results will not be
seriously forsaken. We shall treat the collision in Born
approximation (neglecting electron exchange effects?),
the molecular motions in the usual Born-Oppenheimer
approximation with the simplest type of molecular-
electronic wave functions, the repulsive motion of the
protons in the final continuum state by means of
essentially a Coulomb field, the initial vibrational
motion by means of Fues’s diatomic molecule model,
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and shall introduce some approximations of a mathe-~
matical sort.

REDUCTION OF THE SCATTERING AMPLITUDE

In Fig. 1 we label the coordinates of the protons
(39, —30), incident electron (R), and molecular electron
(1), reckoned from the center of mass which we place
at the midpoint of the protons. The Born amplitude
for scattering of the incident electron with excitation
of the target from the state ¢o(r, p) to the state ¢ (r, o)
is

f il T drdedR (1)
= ———— | &> vpdrdpd R,
4w 72
K being the electron momentum change ko—ks, with
k2= (2m/#?) (E— E;), E=3mR?>+ E,, and E; the energy
of the ith target eigenstate; v is the interaction energy
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For the target eigenfunctions we write go=1v0(p, 1)x0(p)
and er=vx(p, r)xi(0), the ¥ representing electronic
wave functions and {depending parametrically on the
nuclear separation p, the x representing wave functions
for the nuclear motion. Using the well-known simple
linear combination of atomic orbitals for the ¢, we
write (in atomic units):

Vo= Uo[u(ri)+u(r:)],

Y= Uilu(r)—u(r)],
Ud=2"1xe*(I4+p+50) 1, -
with #(r)=n"%""; 1 and r, are radial distances, meas-

ured from the protons as centers, of the molecular"
electron. Because of the orthogonality of ¢ and ¢, in
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the coordinate r, the terms ¢%/|R+%p| in v drop out.
The integration over dR gives (4r/K?) exp(iK-r), so
that (using atomic units throughout now)

2 iK.r! 2 2 dU *, d 3
fim f XL () —12) 10U (p)xi*xode,  (3)

U(p)=Uo(p) Ur(p).

Introducing, by Fig. 1, r=r1+43¢=r1.—3p for the inte-
grals in dr involving #%(r;) and #2(r.), respectively,
gives, on carrying out the r integration,

—64i

fi= mf sing (K- 0) U (0)xx*xode

~% ek 4)
—m (%, K). (

J will be referred to as the radial integral.

We observe before going ahead that the use of the
simple ¥’s of Eq. (2) is probably better than might be
expected at first sight. For, if better electronic wave
functions of the form?®

,¢0~e—arl+ o2, —br1__ g b1‘2

Yir~e

(where ¢ and b are functions of p) had been used one
would have, instead of #2(r1)—u*(r;) in Eq. (3), the r
integral

f eK-r{g(atbr_ g—(atbr2 | [emarsbri— gmari—bra |} gy,

The contribution to this from -the terms in square
brackets will be small, at least for the range of small K
that is of most importance, while ¢(p)+5(p) stays very
nearly constant at two (see Fig. 32 of reference 5)
down to p that are of any consequence in the remaining
o integral; the latter contains, for example, the ground
state vibrational wave function which is strongly peaked
at the relatively large equilibrium nuclear separation
distance, and what happens at smaller p, where a¢-}b
rises, will have negligible effects.

PROPERTIES OF THE RADIAL INTEGRAL

J (k, K) contains now the desired information on the
angular distribution of dissociated protons (one of
which goes off bearing an electron) and of scattered
electrons, and on the range of continuum states xi
that can be significantly excited.

The xo and x are eigenstates of the Hamiltonians for
the nuclear motions in initial and final states:

1
( —Z—V,,2+ Vo, k)XO, = Eo, 10, (%)
u

5N. F. Mott and I. N. Sneddon, Wave Mechanics and Iis
Applications (Clarendon Press, Oxford, 1948), Sec. 33.
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where Vo, (p) are the effective nuclear potential energies
in these states and u is the reduced molecular mass. The
radial parts of xox which describe the vibrational
motions, satisfy

R 14 E ’ _ — (+ )
o +=Ro x4+ 2uEor—2uVo
p Iz

)Ro »=0, (6)

and the angular parts are spherical harmonics. For xo
let us take a definite rotation-vibration state,

Xo0= P (cosh)ei™?Ro(p), ©)

the polar axis being taken along K for convenience. In
order to answer the question, what is the amplitude for
scattering of the incident electron into some small solid
angle when the protons dissociate along a specified axis
within a small solid angle and with a specified energy
in a small energy range, we must normalize x; suitably.
If the wave function ¥ for the whole problem be
written in the usual way as

W= ¢iko-R ©®o (1’, P) +¢scatt;

the normalization of xx must be chosen so as to provide
that Yseats in the limit of large rho shall give an outward
radial flux. The normalization is similar to that for the
problem of the ionization of a hydrogen atom by
electron impact,® and is such that x;* (and not xx) has

the asymptotic form
eik P

@
P 8 (®)

cost’ = cosf cosfo+sind sinfy cos(e— ¢o),

Xk*_)e—ikp cosf’

0, @o being the orientation of the axis of dissociation
with respect to the polar axis K, and %* being.2uFy;
we may place ¢o=0 by choosing the plane of k(6y, ¢o)
and K to be the xz plane.

The correctly normalized x; for fixed £ may be built
up from the radial functions R;(kp) of Eq. (6) as

xx=2s AR (kp)P:(cost).

Then, using the addition theorem for Legendre functions
and writing x=cosf, J (k, K) is of the form

+s
Tk, K)y=2 2

8 m'=—s

sin (3K px) Py (%) P s (%)

X P (xﬂ) e ™ edxd (0A B*Rs* UR()Pzd.py (9)

whence only m’=m in the Y, contributes. Since
sin(3Kpx) is odd in x and Pj,(—x)= (—1)7"P;,(x),
we have that only those terms in ), contribute for
which /s is odd. Hence, the scattering amplitude for
scattered electrons and dissociated protons is given by
a superposition of P, (cosfo) that is either even or odd

6 H. S. W. Massey and C. B. O. Mohr, Proc. Roy. Soc. (London)
A140, 613 (1933). See also reference 4, Chaps. 11 and 14.
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under 8—mr—0, according as ! is odd or even. This
states formally what is expected from the symmetry
properties of the original amplitude fi of Eq. (1) and
the symmetry of ¥ in the proton coordinates. Note
that for m different from zero and for any / no dissoci-
ation occurs in the direction y=0, and that for m=0
and even ! (only odd s terms in J (k, K)) no dissociation
occurs in the direction 8p= /2 : thus, for excitation from
the ground state there is no dissociation at right angles
to K. Also for m different from zero there will be no
dissociation in the direction fy=1/2 when m is odd and
1 is odd (only even s terms) and when m is even and [
even (only odd s terms).

The angular distribution of dissociated protons will
be dominated by the terms P;y1,(cosy) in J (&, K), so
that, for example, if the molecule is initially in the
rotational ground state the dissociated protons will
have mainly a cos®, distribution; or if the initial state
is an /=1 state a spherically symmetric component to
the distribution will be important. It is therefore
relevant to ask directly for the amplitude for excitation
to a state of definite / and E; (within dE;), under-
standing from the preceding discussion that we thereby
find a contribution, more or less important depending
on what / we select, to the angular distribution of
dissociated protons. Also this amplitude will be of
interest in itself, apart from questions of angular
distribution in the dissociation. In what follows, the
main discussion will be around this amplitude but we
shall also consider the angular distribution in a little
further detail.

EVALUATION OF THE RADIAL INTEGRAL

In Fig. 2 we exhibit the correct” potential curves 4
and B for the nuclear motions in initial and final states,
and simple approximations thereto, F and C respec-
tively, that are sufficient to our purposes. F is the Fues
potential

1 1 p¢?
Vo(p)=—D+ (ZWVo)z#poz(*—ﬁ-l-— ~ ,
2 p 2p°

where D, », po are potential curve depth, frequency of
small oscillations about equilibrium, and equilibrium
nuclear separation. C is a Coulomb potential plus an
additive constant chosen to make the potential agree
with 4 near p,,

1
Vk= —_— 60+", €= 065
p

We should really cut C off at p;= (eo—3%)1=6.67 and
continue it as C’, but little harm will be done by leaving
it alone, as p; is far from the interesting region immedi-
ately around po; we merely restrict the eigenvalue Ey, of
Eq. (6) to Ex>—3%. Vi of course does not have the
detailed structure? of 4 but nevertheless is an adequate
representation of it. ;

7 E. Teller, Z. Physik 61, 458 (1930).
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Fic. 2, Potential curves for initial and final nuclear motions.
A and B are the correct curves (after Teller, reference 7), F and C,
respectively, are the approximate curves that are used, 7 being
the Fues potential, C begin the Coulomb potential —1.3+42/p
Rydberg. It suffices to use C everywhere, though, strictly, it should
be cut off and continued as C’. The nuclear separation p is in
atomic units. .

The vibrational ground-state wave function Ro(p) is

. (2 o)
Ro=Nophe=s, No=———rr,
e Tt
with A=—34+3(14+4)}, a=(+1)"(po/20), and

b=4nu’pt/ 2. The continuum functions Ry (p) are
Ry 1= Niple~*eF (I4+1—18, 21+ 2, 2ikp) = NF:1(kp), (11)

where B=u/k, k=2u(Eit+e), and N is a suitable
normalization constant; for later use we introduce also
®=2(Ey+e).

The function U(p)=U,(p)Us(p) that enters into
J(k, K) is a smooth function varying slowly and
monotonically near p, and diverging.for small p as p™.
It can be replaced for purposes of manageability of the
p integration by a function of the form a+&p* exp(—cp)
with very good accuracy; but this is unnecessary be-
cause with respect to U, Ro(p) is practically a delta
function around pe. It would be sufficient to take U
outside the integral as U(po), but at no extra cost we
improve on this by representing U(p) as co/p with ¢o
adjusted so that U (po)=co/po; this gives co=1.234.

The radial integral for the transition (0,7, m)—
(k, t, m"), say, is now, apart from constant factors,

J(k, K)Nf Sin(%pr)le(x)Ptm, (x)ei(m—m’)(p

X dxdoF (kp)p*e**pdp, (12)

so that m=m" and ! and ¢ must be of different parity.
We shall discuss a special case of this, illustrative of
more general cases, in order to avoid complicating the



1444

analysis needlessly. To this end we set I=m=0. Ex-
panding sin(3Kpx) in Legendre functions then gives

J: (k, K) = CoNoNk (25-}— 1)%.
X f JGEp)pMe T (k)dp, (13)
0

where 7, represents the spherical Bessel function and ¢
is an odd integer. For the small-angle scattering of
the incident electron j,(3Kp) may be replaced by
w3/ (1+%)1-22H) (Kp)t, and it is at once clear that =1
is by far the most important of all ¢ (J has to be multi-
plied by K2 to give the amplitude f;); in terms of our
earlier discussion, cos®y dominates the angular distri-
bution of dissociated protons. Reversing the roles of /
and ¢ above we obtain the scattering amplitude for the
transition from different initial / states to the con-
tinuum {=0 state; for /=1 in particular we are then
evaluating the important spherically symmetric contri-
bution to the proton angular distribution for scattering
of electrons off the molecule initially in the first rota-
tional state. Detailed results will later be given for this
special case as an illustrative example.
For sufficiently small K, which in practice will often
cover the whole range of K of primary interest, Eq. (13)
involves the integral

S(n, )= f pre-areikF (t4-1—i8, 2+2, 2ikp)dp, (14)
0

with #=A-4t+41 for short. We evaluate S by making
use of the representation of the confluent-hypergeo-
metric and hypergeometric functions as contour in-
tegrals:®

7 NT (c)
b T e—a)
Xf exp(;%)z“—‘(l—{—z)““dz, (15)
NT'(¢)
F(a,b,c, x)-———mr @O —a)

X f [1—1—(1~x)z]“’;z“—1(1+z)"‘0dz. (16)

When the real part of >0, N=1 and the contour is a
straight line from 0 to «. For larger K the whole
spherical Bessel function must be used, and in any
particular case may be written as a combination of
trigonometric functions and inverse powers of 1Kp.

8 W. Gordon, Ann. Physik 2, 1031 (1929).
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Then Eq. (13) involves integrals of the form "

c Re p»
T(n, t’ )= f pne-ape—ikpe%iKp
s Im,

XF(t+1—18, 26+2, 2ikp)dp.  (17)

The Re, Im refer to the real, imaginary parts with
respect to iK as first written, but because F,(kp) is
itself real, the real and imaginary parts of the whole
final result may be taken as well.

Introducing Eq. (15) into Eq. (14) gives

T (264+-2) '
—I’(t—{—l—iﬁ)l‘(t—}-l—}—iﬁ)ffp

: 2iksz
Xexp{ —p[a+ik~——~—-| l
142

S(n, )
gtiB

—— dzdp

(1 + Z)?H—Z

I (2t4-2)

T pl(atik)
T (t+1446) |2

gt—if
Xf—h——“(l—i—zv)_"‘ldz, (18)
(1+z>2t+1~—n
with
. v=(a—1k)/ (a+1k).
Using Eq. (16),
S(n, t)=n!(a+1k)—""
XE(+1—iB, nt+1, 264+2, 1—19).  (19)
Similarly
¢\ Re
T(n, t, )= nl(atik—3iK)—"1
s/ Im
F(1+t—iB, n+1, 2042, 1—u), (20)
w=(a—ik—1iK)/ (a+ik— 1K)
By a change of variable in Eq. (18) or by
F(d, b) G x)= (1_x)_aF(a'y C—'b, 2] x/(x_l))y
Eq. (19) may be written
S(n, £)=n(atik)—+-8(q—ik)+r+ie
X PO 4t—i8, 2+ 1—n, 24+2, —2ik/(a—ik)), (21)

and similarly for 7. Now # is in general a large number
since A is large; numerically X is 38.10 (and « is almost
exactly 4\). If we round off A to an integral value no
serious error is committed and then (except for very
large £) the F function in Eq. (21) is a polynomial.
Thus S and T are expressed in closed form. However,
the results are complicated and we return to Eq. (18)
for a more useful approximate result. We write for



DISSOCIATION OF

Eq. (18)
I'(2t4-2)
Sty )= (akik)y f 06)
IT(t+1448)|?

Xexp[i(n%—l)[ﬂ———ﬁ— Iogz] dz, (22)
: n+41 i

with
z[Re(14-zv) |1
2)=

(1+ z)2t+1—11,

t

(1—~~ +g)2ett 1+ 5%+ 2200 cosw) ™ ("D 2,
2 —n
2vg SINw

Q(z)= —arg(142)=tan'——
1+ 274 cosw

where v, is |v| and
w=—argv=2 tan~1(k/a).

For T one has a similar result involving # instead of v.
Integrating along the real axis from 0 to © we areina
position to capitalize on the largeness of # by using the
method of stationary phase. What we then obtain is
the asymptotic form of S (or 7) in the limit of both
n(\) and B=pu/k=pu¥/x large. This seems to place an
undesirable restriction on the range of ¥ which we may
wish to examine, but it turns out that for the x of most
interest - (k~1), in the Franck-Condon region, 8 is
indeed comparable with A and it is just here that the
method of stationary phase is valuable. For small « it
is advisable to proceed differently anyway (as discussed
below), and for large « one can use the asymp-
totic form of Ry of Eq. (11) directly in the integral
for J(k, K) [but already in this range of x, J(k, K) is
very small].

The phase
B
o(2)=0— logz
n+1
is stationary for the roots z; and 2, of
29 Sinw B/ (n+1)
@' (2)=0= .
1422002+ 2220 cosw 3

Both these roots are real positive if « is not too small.
We have also ¢ (21 or 22)=[8/(n+1)]/2:2 or 2% For
Eq. (22) we get

r2+2)

S(n, )y~—————n
[T (t41+148) |2

| Re(atik)—m1

2 3
XI (%) 210 (z1) exp[i(n+1) o (z1)+imi ]
| ~+same function of 25}, (23)

T is to be treated the same way.

H:* BY ELECTRON
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When « is sufficiently small, the region around p=p,
is a region of negative kinetic energy for the proton
motions and there the Coulomb functions Ry, [Eq.
(11)] do not oscillate but vary monotonically. We have
in fact that in the limit of small x, Ry ; and therefore
J(k, K) [Eq. (12)] are small. As « increases a point will
come when Ry ; has a first large maximum near po and
joins forces with Ry to make J(k, K) large. As k in-

. creases further Ry,; oscillates within the range where R,
is large and generally J(k, K) becomes small again,

though not uniformly with increasing « since Ry,; will
reinforce with Ry when the higher extrema of Ry ; are
centered near po. Thus one expects J(k, K) to rise
monotonically as « first increases, pass through a rela-
tively large principal maximium, and then oscillate with
more or less rapidly decreasing amplitude. These re-
marks (which are of course conditioned by the K
dependence of J(k, K)) restate the Franck-Condon
principle and endow it with a “structure” which we
‘exhibit in the example below.

We note first that for sufficiently small x, when Ry, ;
varies monotonically in p near pp, we can without
serious error pull it (or p times it) outside the radial
integral 13:

T (B, K)~coNoN 2+ 1) poF: (o) ]
|
X f ~i Koo erdp,  (24)
(Y

Further, we can use a WKB approximation for

w,(po) = poF ¢ (kpo) °
7+ no) (17 - ?70)
cos™!
2 2

cosn
b

w;(po) = (2 cosn) ™} sin'“(

Xexp‘ —6(f—n)+<t+%>
2 cosmno
(25)

sinn= (kpo—B)[ B2+ (t+3)°T,
—3r<n<im,
sinno=B[8+ (++3)*1%,
0<mo<im.

ILLUSTRATIVE EXAMPLE

As indicated before, we illustrate our general results
by the example: initial state, /=1; final state, /=0.
This amplitude for transition to a final state of definite
angular momentum gives also the large spherically
symmetric component of the angular distribution of
dissociated protons resulting from the dissociation of
the molecule in the assumed initial rotational state.

9 Yost, Wheeler, and Breit, Phys. Rev. 49, 174 (1936).
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For small K we have,® from the discussion above,

J (k, K)=colNoN 1 (3tK/6)S (A, 0), (26)
and for larger K,
‘T(A—1,0,s) T(\0,¢)
J(k, K) = C()ZV()LVk?)% - . (27)

L1K? 1K
For sufficiently small « and also small K, ‘
J(k, K)=coNoN (32K /6)wo(po) \+1) /a2, (28)
while for small x and larger K,
J (&, K)=colNoN 13%wo(po)

A—=2)! K
sin( tan‘l——)
%Kz (a2+ %K2) (\—1)/2 2a

(—1)! K ) '
‘“m cos(tan z) }. ( 9)

We normalize the continuum function on the W=73k?

scale, for which
2k3 \?
N = ( ) g_%ﬂ'ﬂ
sinhg

in Eq. (26) and Eq. (27) but N,= (2/7k)* in Egs. (28)

and (29). '
The differential cross section per unit solid angle of

the scattered electron and per unit interval of W of

KN
!

o
h

A

o

K
n
h

110 x sign of j

-4

75 8 E) o [ 2
X

F16. 3. Illustration of the fine structure of the Franck-Condon
principle. j(x) is proportional to the radial integral J (%, K) which
gives the scattering amplitude. This example is for the dissociation
of H; from the initial /=1 state to the final =0 state. j(x) for a
small region around x=0.94 was found by interpolation ; the error
of the approximation used is such that j(k) should descend
§onﬁewhat more steeply to the left of the principal maximum than
is shown.

10 The roles of ¢ and ! in the previous discussion are reversed,
as remarked after Eq. (13).
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the dissociated protons is

do kg kr 642
=__.lfkl2=___ J2(k7 K);
dwdW ko ko K*(4+ K?)*

and, integrating over all angles of scattering, the total
cross section per dW is

do 2 642
——— KdK————J(k, K).
AV ki KU4+K)! .

kotkk

The units of ¢ are atomic units, a¢’.

In Fig. 3 we show jk)=J(k, K)/(3!K/6) in the
small K limit, when this quantity is independent of K,
as a function of « (here the continuum function is

log_ |f|

0.0l ol lo 10
K

F16. 4. The modulus of the scattering amplitude, |fx|2, which
gives the differential cross section do/dwdW for the same process
as in Fig. 3, for several « (the upper two curves belong to the «
corresponding to the first extrema of j(x); atomic units are used
throughout.

normalized on the « scale). The principal extremum is
for k very close to 1. The neighboring extrema are by
no means negligible: the Franck-Condon -principle
clearly has a structure to it, as previously remarked.
Considering the small range of x in which J(k, K) is
large, this structure is to be considered a fine structure.

In Fig. 4 we plot | fx|? against K for several k to
show the angular distribution of scattered electrons;
and in Fig. 5 we give the total cross section do/dW for
k=1.

FURTHER REMARKS ON ANGULAR DISTRIBUTION
OF DISSOCIATED PROTONS

We conclude by sketching the analysis that gives
the complete angular distribution of dissociated protons,
leaving a fuller discussion for a later report.
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The correctly normalized final-continuum wave func-
tion® x* here, apart from a normalization constant,
is

]

xi*=e'r f yPe v o[ 2(ikg'y) dy, &' =p(1+-cost’),
0

with cosf’ as given in Eq. (8). Taking the initial state
as the ground state, and writing sin(3K:p) (=siniKz,
K being the polar axis) in exponential form, the radial
integral to within constant factors is

J(k, K)= f f pMlemargikegiRayibe—y T \dtdg

—sf.(—K), (30)

.08+

.06

.04

02

T T T

o] I 2 3 4 >

k.

F1G. 5. Total cross section do/dW for the same process as in
Fig. 3, for dissociation of Hy" to a continuum state at k=1 within
dW near where the cross section is largest. Atomic units are used
for ko, units of wae? for o.

where s.f.(—K) means “same function of —K.”
Introducing parabolic coordinates §=p(14-cosf),
n=p(l—cosb), ¢, dg=%pdédnde, Eq. (30) may be
written

6)\
Tk, K)=}(— 1) — f exp{ — ba(Et-m)FHiK (=)
da

3k (E+ 1)}y Pe v odtdgdnd o—sf.(— K).

This integral has been treated by Massey and Mohr.®
One uses the addition theorem for J,, making use of
the fact that

£ = cos®0o+ 1 sin?300+ 2 (£9)? cosif sinkf, cose,
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909 60
30°

0°

Fic. 6. Angular distribution of dissociated protons resulting
from electrons impinging on H in the ground state according to
Eq. (32) (solid curve) in comparison with a cos?, distribution
(dotted curve) which, as discussed in the text, should dominate
the distribution. The two agree everywhere to within 1% percent.
The solid curve refers to the data k=1.4, ko=10, K=smallest
value (electron scattering in the forward direction); in this case
0, is measured from the axis ko which is the same as K.

and finds after reduction
o

J(k, K)=4n(—1)—(6)!
da?

[ (a—ik— LK) (a—ik+ 1K) ]B
X
[o* k-1 K2— kK cosfy ]+

This may be evaluated by writing the derivative as a
Cauchy integral and choosing a suitable steepest
descent contour in the complex « plane. [Actually it is
better to lump exp(—ap) and exp(ikp) together in
Eq. (30) and take the derivatives with respect to a—ik.]

It is apparent from Eq. (31) that, as discussed before,
J (k, K) vanishes for 6p=1/2 and there is no dissociation
in the direction perpendicular to K.

For sufficiently large k2, xi may be adequately
represented by the plane wave exp(ik-p). Then the
evaluation of J(k, K) is elementary and gives

sin (A 1)wo sin(A1)w;
Ko+ K@) 002 K (o2 K 2) 0 /2
Kl_ o= k2+ %K2:|: kK COSO(),
w1, 0= tan™1 (Kl. o/(x) .

sf.(—K). (31)

J(k, K)=
(32)

Since theinitial state has been taken as a state of zero
angular momentum, we expect from our earlier discus-
sion that the angular distribution of dissociated protons
will be dominated by cos?. In Fig. 6, where the distri-
bution arising from Eq. (32) is compared with a cos?,
distribution, this is verified. The two agree to within
slightly more than one percent for all 6.

The author is indebted to Miss Pauline Thielman for
assistance with the numerical work.



