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The Stopping Cross Section of Gases for Protons, 30—600 kev*
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The stopping cross section of Hp, He, 02, air, N2, Ne, A, Kr, Xe, H20, NH3, NO, N20, CH4, C2H2, C2H4,
and CBH6 for protons has been measured over the energy range E„=30—600 kev. An electrostatic analyzer
measures the energy of protons incident on a gas cell, and the transmitted beam energy is measured with a
magnetic spectrometer. The gas cell is closed oR with thin aluminum windows. Comparison of the molecular
stopping cross section of the compounds with the values obtained by summing the constituent atomic cross
sections shows that Bragg's rule does not hoM for any of these compounds below E~=150 kev; for NO the
additive rule does not hold at any energy studied. Above 150 kev the stopping cross section of carbon is
obtained by subtracting the hydrogen contribution from the values measured for the hydrocarbons. Average
ionization potentials are calculated from these measurements. A range energy relation for protons in air is
included. Sources of error are discussed; the probable error of the stopping cross section measurements
varies between 2—4 percent.

I. INTRODUCTION

HE precision with which nuclear reaction cross
sections can be- measured often depends on the

accuracy with which the stopping cross section of the
target material is known. At proton energies below a
few hundred kilovolts there are reliable measurements
for only a few materials, ' and the theoretical under-
standing of the energy loss process is not sufhcient to
make up for the lack of experimental results. The
experiment described in this paper was undertaken
primarily to supply reliable values for the stopping
cross sections of hydrogen, helium, nitrogen, air, oxygen,
neon, argon, krypton, and xenon for protons of energy
from 30 to 600 kev. Measurements were also made on
the compounds nitrous oxide, nitric oxide, water vapor,

the e8ects of molecular and atomic binding introduce
serious problems in the theoretical interpretation.

In this experiment the molecular stopping cross
section e is determined from the measured. energy loss
of protons and deuterons passing through a cell of
known length containing gas at a known temperature
and pressure, since

e = —(1/E) (dE/dX),

where X=Ino1ecular gas density, and (dE/dX)=rate
of energy loss by the moving charged particle along its
path. Protons were used for the energy range from 150
to 600 kev, while deuterons of energy from 60 to 300
kev gave values for protons of energy from 30 to 150
kev.
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FIG. T. Schematic diagram of target and gas cell.

and ammonia, to test the validity of Bragg's rule for
the addition of stopping cross sections. In the energy
range in which Bragg's rule was found to hoM it has
been used to compute the stopping cross section of
carbon from the measured values for carbon dioxide,
methane, acetylene, ethylene, and benzene. It is hoped
that the present results may provide some insight into
the energy loss phenomenon in the region where the
incident particle velocity is comparable with that of the
atomic electrons. Here electron capture and loss and

* Supported in part by the joint program of the U. S. Once of
Naval Research and the U. S. Atomic Energy Commission.

$ On leave from the University of Melbourne, Melbourne,
Australia.' A recent review of the energy loss process will be found in the
paper by H. A. Bethe and J. Ashkin in E. Segre's Experimental
Nuclear Physics (John Wiley and Sons, Inc. , New York, 1953).
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The monoenergetic proton or deuteron beam obtained
with a 600-kev electrostatic generator and an electro-
static analyzer was scattered from a plane gold surface
and entered the gas cell which was set at 90' to the
incident beam, The target and gas cell are shown
schematically in I'"ig. 1. The vacuum tight aluminum
windows at either end of the gas cell were prepared
after the method developed by Sawyer. ' The total
thickness of the two windows varied from 16 to 40 kev
for protons of 100 kev. The diameter of the windows
was 0.094 in. with stops of 0.047-in. diameter fixed
immediately outside them so that only the central
portion of the foils was struck by the beam. The diam-
eter of the beam incident on the target, and hence of
the apparent source of scattered particles, was 0.020 in.
After emerging from the gas cell the particles entered
the 16-in. double focusing magnetic spectrometer and
were detected with a scintillation counter. The energy
loss in the gas may be determined by measuring with
the spectrometer the change in energy of the trans-
mitted beam when gas is put into the cell, or equiva-
lently, by measuring with the electrostatic analyzer the

' G. A. Sawyer, Rev. Sci. Instr. 23, 604 (i/52}.
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FIG. 2. Proton counting rate in magnetic spectrometer plotted as a function of incident proton energy. The curve
at left was taken with gas cell removed. Middle curve was taken with empty cell in beam, and the displacement
is a measure of the thickness of the ce11 windows. The right curve indicates displacement when A at 7.35-mm Hg
pressure was admitted to cell.

change in the incident energy required to keep the
transmitted particle energy constant when gas is ad-
mitted to the cell. The latter method was adopted in
this experiment because the generator energy could be
changed more rapidly than the magnetic field of the
spectrometer.

The energy spectrum of the particles scattered from
a thick gold target is an approximate step function.
A similar step is observed if the magnetic spectrometer
is set to detect particles of a constant energy and the
energy of the beam incident on the target is varied.
From Fig. 2 it is evident that the mid-point of the rise
of such a step is easily located. The shift in this step
energy when gas is put into the cell is a measure of
the average energy loss in the gas. The experimental
procedure was to measure successively the energy of
this step (a) with the gas cell lifted out of the path of
the scattered beam Eo' (b) with the empty gas cell
lowered into the beam E~, (c) with a known pressure
of gas in the cell E„and (d) after the gas had been
pumped out of the cell Ef again. A set of such steps
is shown in Fig. 2 for argon. The points taken during
part (d) of the cycle, which are represented in the
figure by closed circles, show that the magnetic field
of the spectrometer does not drift during the measure-
ments and that a negligible amount of carbon was
deposited on the target.

The energy lost by the beam in the gas volume itself
can be found from Eo, Ef, and Eg as shown in Fig. 3.

First a range energy curve for the aluminum was
prepared by measuring (Ef Eo) as a —function of
(Ey+Ep)/2. The exact normalization of the curve is
unimportant. From Ef and Eo the foil thickness in
arbitrary units is found to be (Ry —Ro). If the two foils
are of the same thickness, then E2, obtained from
Rg (Rr+Ro)/2, is the energy of the beam leaving the
gas. Similarly E& the energy of the beam entering the
gas is obtained from R~ R, (Rf—Ro——)/2. .T—he stopping
cross section of the gas at. energy (E&+E&)/2 may be
calculated from the energy loss (E&—E2). Since the
maximum difference between (E,—E~) and (E~—E~)
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FIG. 3. Range energy curve for the aluminum foils. This curve
is used in correcting for the change in window thickness with
proton energy.
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TAsLz I. Gas supphers and purity.

Gas Manufacturer
Purity
(%)

Principal
impurity

Purifi-
cation~

H
He
Ne
Ar
Kr
Xe
Air
Na
02
NO

N20
NHe
coo
H20
C6H6
CH4

Linde Air Products
Air Reduction Company
Air Reduction Sales Company
Linde Air Products
Air Reduction Sales Company
Air Reduction Sales Company

Linde Air Products
Linde Air Products
Mathieson Chemical Company

Ohio Chemical Company
Dow Chemical Company
Ohio Chemical Company
Distilled Water
Baker and Adamson
Texas Company

C2H4 Ohio Chemical Company
CgH2 Linde Air Products

99.5
99.7
99.996
99.92
99.996
99.996

99.92
99.5
98.7

98
99,95
99.7
99.9
99.98
9&.8

(not includ-
ing H20)

99.5
99.62

2
2
2

Higher oxides 4
of N and Ns

Np 2
2
2
5
5
3

HgO
HpO

Acetone

& Purification: i. Palladium leak. 2. HsO removed by "Drierite, "W. A.
Hammond Company, Xenia, Ohio. 3. Drierite, KOH, and charcoal.
4. Alcohol and dry ice trap. 5. Gases removed by repeated freezing and
pumping.

20
I9—
ls-
I7-
I6-

E.
Cl

~eo l4-
0 l3-
ol~-
~ II-
4J
cA I0
CO

C)
tD 9
IKo s
CP
K 7
O.~ 6-0
l
v) 5-

4-

is only about 4 percent, any small error in the foil
correction will have a negligible e8ect on the stopping
cross section. At the lowest energies the rapid variation
of the stopping cross section with energy might necessi-
tate a curvature correction when the energy lost in the
gas is an appreciable fraction of the total energy. This
correction has been calculated by approximating the
stopping cross-section curve below the maximum with
a curve of the form e ~ E".The resulting correction was
never greater than —,

' percent and was not applied to
any gas.

The number of gas atoms in the path. of the particles
is determined from the cell length L, the temperature
T, and pressure I' of the enclosed gas. The temperature
of the walls of the gas cell was read on a thermometer
after the pressure had remained constant long enough
to show that thermal equilibrium had been reached in
the cell. The pressure was measured with an oil ma-
nometer which registered the diGerence in pressure
between the gas cell and the main vacuum system.

From these measurements the stopping cross section is
calculated from the relation

(T-I-273~ p
I'

y (E&—E2)

273 ) (760) AI.

where A is Loschmidt's number.

III. ACCURACY

The accuracy of the stopping cross sections deter-
mined in this experiment depends on the precision with
which the following quantities have been measured.

1. Pressure

Litton vacuum pump oil was used in the manometer.
The density of the oil after it had been outgassed was
measured to be 0.886&0.001 g cm '. The diGerence in
height of the oil columns could be measured to &0.3
mm which leads to a probable error in e of about 0.3
percent since the total pressure usually amounted to
about 10-cm oil.

2. TexDgerature

The wall temperature of the gas cell was measured
to within 0.5'C with a mercury thermometer which
had been previously compared with a thermometer
calibrated by the National Bureau of Standards. This
temperature uncertainty corresponds to an uncertainty
in e of 0.2 percent.

3. Length of Gas Cell

To the length of the cell, 2.876 in. , has been added
0.010 in. to allow for the slight bulging of the foils
under pressure. This correction, which was estimated
visually, may be in error by as much as 50 percent;
this uncertainty in the cell length introduces an error
of 0.2 percent in the value of e.

4. Gas Purity

For all of the gases except neon, krypton, and xenon,
the gas lines, valves, drying bottle, etc., were always
maintained at pressures greater than atmospheric. For
the rare gases mentioned above, the manufacturer's
Bask was connected directly to the valve leading to the
gas cell and particular care taken to insure that the
connection was vacuum tight. For all gases the system
was flushed many times with the gas before measure-
ments were begun. On the assumption that no contami-
nation was introduced in handling the gas, the purity
is taken to be that claimed by the supplier and listed
in Table I, and errors due to contamination are neg-
lected.

3-
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S. Energy Scale Calibration

The procedure for the calibration of the electrostatic
generator has been previously described. ' The beam

FIG. 4. Stopping cross section for protons in air. ~%. A. Wenzel and %. Whaling, Phys. Rev. 87, 499 I,'1952).
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energy is known to within 0.5 percent and is mono-
energetic to a few hundred volts. Since, however, the
measured step displacement may be only a small part
of the generator voltage, it is important that the
calibration remain steady to a few hundredths of one
percent during a run. A drift in the generator voltage
relative to the magnetic spectrometer energy will
produce a shift in the step of the foil spectrum before
and after the gas has been put in the gas cell. In most
cases no shift was observed, but on the occasions when
a small shift was observed —less than S percent of the
displacement —the average of the two step-positions
was used. Almost every shift of the step was in the
direction which would result from the deposition of
contamination on the gold target surface during the
run. The target was nmved frequently between obser-
vations to prevent the formation of such a surface
layer.

6. Location of the Mid-Point of the Step
in the Spectrum

This is the greatest source of error in the experiment
since the uncertainty in locating the mid-point of the

step due to the statistics of the counting alone may
amount to as much as 5 percent of the measured
displacement. Calculation of this uncertainty is dificult,
but the net eGect of all statistical fluctuations may be
estimated from the spread of the series of measurements
such as those for air shown in Fig. 4. It appears that
4 percent is a reasonable estimate of the statistical
uncertainty in an individual measurement of &.

Consideration of all the above errors shows that the
systematic probable error due to the oil density,
temperature, cell length, and absolute energy calibra-
tion amounts to 0.6 percent, while the statistical error
in each individual measurement of e is about 4 percent.
The errors shown in Table II have been assessed by
considering not orily the error in each individual
measurement but also the nu nber of measurements and
their spread, since the values of e listed in Table II are
obtained from smooth curves drawn through the
experimental points.

There are in addition to the above errors certain
aspects of the measurements which require investigation
to insure that the stopping cross section and not some

TAsLx II.

Energy H2
(kev) (%)

He
('Fo)

Proton stopping cross section per atom (10» ev-cm2).
N2 og Air2 c A
(%) (%) (%) (%) (%)

Ne
(%)

Kr
(%)

Xe
(%)

30 5.84&3.4
40 6.25&3.4
50 6.43+3.4
60 6.45&3.4
70 6.36+3.4
80 6.23~3.4
90 6.04&3.4

100 5.83&3.4
150 .4.70&2.7
200 3.90+2.7
250 3.33+2.7
300 2.92+2.7
350 2.60&2.7
400 2.35&2.7
450 2.24&2.7
500 2.97&2.7
550 2.82&2.7
600 2.70&2.7

6.67+3.4
6.97+3.4
7.22&3.4
7.33&3.4
7.37&3.4
7.37&3.4
7.30&3.4
6.37&2;7
5.55+2.7
4.92 &2.7
4.42 &2.7
4.02+2.7
3.69&2.7
3.42+2.7
3.28+2.7
2.99+2.7
2.82+2.7

16.1 &2.6
17.1 %2.6
17.8 +2.6
18.2 +2.6
18.5 &2.6
18.5 +2.6
18.25 &2.6
17.9 &2.6
16.1 +2.7
14.2 +2.7
12.5 +2.7
12.2 +2.7
20.23+1.7
9.34+2.7
8.62+ 2.7
8.08%2.7
7.62 +1.7
7.22+1.7

15.2 %2.6
16.4 &2.6
16.9 ~2.6
27.25+2.6
27.25~2.6
27.25~2.6
27.27~ 2.6
16.13~2.7
24.70+1.7
23.26+1.7
2 2.99~2.7
22.02+1.7
20.23&1.7
9.45+ 2.7
8.84m 2.7
8.38m 2.7
7.92+1.7

15.S ~2.6
26.48+2.6
27.26+2.6
17.7 &2.6
17.9 +2.6
27.87+2.6
27.72+2.6
17.5 &2.6
25.98+1.7
14.21&2.7
22.74+ 2.7
12.56&2.7
20.60&2.7
9.79&2.7
9.05&2.7
8.39&1.7
7.9 &2.7
7.52&1.7

26.25+2.2
14.6 ~2.2

22.70+2.1
2 2.28+2.1
20.20+2.1
9.30+2.1
8.54+2.1
7.94+2.1
7.38&2.1
6.95+2.1
6.55+2.2

31.4 +2.6
33.4 &2.6
34.3 &2.6
34.4 &2.6
34.1. +2.6
33.5 &2.6
32.6 &2.6
28.2 a2.7
24.5 +2.7
21.6 %2.7
19.5 &2.7
17.9 +1.7
16.6 &2.7
25.55+1.7
14.7 ~2.7
13.9 +2.7
13.3 +2.7

10.6 &2.6
11.9 +2.6
12.8 ~2.6
23.45+2.6
23.95&2.6
143 +2.6
14.6 &2.6
14.6 &2.7
14.10+2.7
23.20&1.7
22.34&2.7
2 2.50&1.7
10.75&2.7
20.25&2.7
9.58&1.7
9.09+2.7
8.65&1.7

35.6+2.7
38.3+2.7
39.8+2.7
40.5+2.7
40.5&2.7
40.3&2.7
39.8+2.7
35.0&1.8
30.7+2.8
27.4+1.8
25.2~1.8
23.3+2.8
22.0~1.8
20.9&2.8
19.9+2.8
29.2+1.8
28.4+1.8

50.0&2.7
52.6+2.7
53.5+2.7
53.5&2.7
53.2&2.7
52.0+2.7
50.6&2.7
45.2&2.8
42.8+1.8
38.6m 1.8
35.8&2.8
33.4&1.8
32.4m 1.8
29.8&2.8
28.6&1.8
27.4&1.8
26.4&2.8

Energy
(kev)

30
40
50
60
70
80
90

100
150
200
250
300
350
400
450
500
5SO
600

CH4
(%)

37.4 %2.6
39.7 &2.6
40.9 a2.6
41.3 &2.6
41.2 &2.6
40.8 &2.6
40.0 &2.6
38.9 &2.6
33.6 a2.7
28.6 &2.7
24.8 &2.7
22.0 &2.7
19.8 &2.7
18.1 &2.7
26.65&2.7
15.5 &2.7
14.5 &2.7
13.6 &2.7

CgHg
(%)

43.4+2.6
47.4&2.6
49.5&2.6
49.8&2.6
49.2&2.6
48.0&2.6
46.7m 2.6
45.0+2.,6
38.5&2.7
32.9&2.7
29.0&1.7
25.9&1.7
23.5&1.7
22.4&1.7
29.7&2.7
28.4&1.7
27.2&2.7
26.2&1.7

54.4+2.6
57.4%2.6
58.7&2.6
58.8&2.6
58.0&2.6
56.7&2.6
55.5%2.6
48.8&1.7
42.4+1.7
36.2&1.7
32.0&1.7
28.8m 2.7
26.2&1.7
24.2&1.7
22.4+1.7
20.9&1.7
29.6+2.7

226.0+2.6
226,0+2.6
233.0m 2.6
235.7%2.6
235.5&2.6
234.4&2.6
233.5&2.6
232.7%2.6
116.5~2.5
202.0&1.5
89.2~ 2.5
79.8&1.5
72.2&2.5
66.3&1.5
62.4&1.5
57.3&2.5
53.9%2.5
52.0&1.5

25.0+2.6
26.2&2.6
26.9+2.6
27.5&2.6
27.6&2.6
27.5&2.6
27.3&2.6
24.7&2.7
22.0&1.7
29.7&1.7
27.9+2.7
16.2~2.7
25.0&1.7
23.9&1.7
23.0+1.7
22.2~2.7

29.7&2.6
32.0&2.6
33.6+2.6
34.6~2.6
34.7+2.6
34.4+2.6
33.9~2.6
33.5%2.6
30.2+1.7
25.6~1.7
22.3+2.7
29.9&1.7
27.9+2.7
26.4&1.7
25.2m 2.7
24.0+1.7
23.2&1.7
22.3&1.7

Proton stopping cross section per molecule (10» ev-cm~).
CgH4 CeH6 HgO NHI
(%) (%) - (%) (%)

NO
(%)

32.6+2.8
34.5+2.8
35.7&2.8
36.4&2.8
36.6+2.8
36.6+2.8
36.4&2.8
33.2+1.9
29.7&2.9
26.7&2.9
24.2 &2.9
22.0~1.9
20.3m 2.9
28.9&2.9
17.6+2.9
26.6&1.9
15.7+2.9

coy
(%)

44.2+2.6
46.8&2.6
48.4&2.6
49.6~2.6
50.2&2.6
50.5+2.6
50.5&2-.6
47.2+1.7
42.5~1.7
38.2&1.7
34.6&1.7,
32.6&1.7
29.2&1.7
27.0&1.7
25.2+2.7
23.7&1.7
22.4+1.7

NuO
(%)

47.0+2.8
48.6&2.8
49.9&2.8
50.5&2.8
50.9&2.8
52.0&2.8
50.7%2.8
47.0&1.9
42.0%1.9
37.6&1.9

,. 34.0&2.9
32.0m 2.9
28.6&1.9
26.6&1.9
25.0&2.9
23.5+2.9
22.2&2.9



RE YNOLDS, D UNBAR, WENZEL, AND WHALING

related quantity is being determined. The following
investigations have been carried out.

7'. Geometry

It is assumed that the path of the particles as they
traverse the gas cell is nearly a straight line, but because
of multiple scattering this may not be true at low
energies. The effect of this multiple scattering would be
expected to depend on the diameter of the aluminum
bafQes which define the effective diameter of the gas cell.
Varying the diameter of the bafnes from 8 in. to 4 in.
and removing them altogether introduced changes of
less than 1 percent in the stopping cross section of
argon measured at E„=53 and 450 kev. From this we
conclude that nearly all of the particles which reached
the second window traveled in approximately straight
paths.

Further, since the second window subtends a cone of
half-angle only 1' at the front window, the measured
energy loss may not be typical of the energy loss of the
beam as a whole. This is particularly important at low
energies where as much as 80 percent of the beam was
scattered su%ciently by the gas to stop it from reaching
the second. window. The diameter of the second window
was therefore increased by a factor of four and the
measurements of the stopping cross section of air were
repeated at E„=130kev. No change was observed.

8. End Effects

Bulging or stretching of the foils, or adsorption of gas
on th|: foils may also introduce an error. To see if such
effects were present, the energy loss was measured in a
short cell whose length was only 1.4 percent of the
length of the original cell. In the absence of end effects
the energy loss in the cell should be proportional to the
length of the cell. Measurements on ammonia, water
vapor, oxygen, nitrogen, hydrogeri, and benzene showed
that for each of these gases the energy loss was propor-
tional to the cell length within the experimental accu-
racy. It has been assumed that the end effects are
negligible for all the gases studied.

Q. Pressure EGect

Deviation from proportionality between energy loss
and gas pressure might be expected from certain end
effects or from the change in effective chamber geometry
resulting from multiple scattering. Measurements at
low energies using pressures which varied over a factor
of four failed to show such a dependence even in the
case of the heaviest gas, xenon.

10. Beam Density

Since it is possible that stopping cross section meas-
urements made with a large beam passing through the
gas cell are affected by local temperature variations or
by the ionization conditions in the path of the beam,
a measurement was made with the gas cell placed so

that the primary beam passed through it before striking
the target. The generator voltage was varied and the
spectrometer used to detect the particles as before. In
this way the stopping cross section of argon at 95 and
320 kev was measured to be within 1 percent of the
previous value found with the scattered beam. The
energy loss of protons in a 200-kev mica foil has been
measured in the same way and was found to be the
same for the direct and scattered beams. These results
indicate that the stopping cross sections of argon and
mica are independent of current densities from 10 to
10 ' amp cm '.

11. Spectrum Shape

The choice of the middle of the rise of the step as the
energy of the step is based on the apparent symmetry
of the curves in Fig. 2 about their midpoints. - Because
of the E ' energy dependence of the nuclear scattering
in the gas and foils, which attenuates the transmitted
proton beam by as much as 80 percent at low energies,
the steps may be distorted in shape as well as displaced
and broadened by energy loss and straggling. This
distortion should be most significant at low energies. If
distortion were present, the median energy loss, deter-
mined by the displacement of the midpoint of the steps,
would differ from the mean energy loss, the quantity
which appears in the stopping cross section. Though
no distortion is apparent in the experimental curves,
statistics are not sufhcient to preclude some asymmetry.
Theoretical estimates of the difference (E—E,d) due
to nuclear scattering give a negligible difference, but it
can be shown that the sign of this difference depends on
the manner in which the experiment is done. With the
procedure followed in this experiment of varying the
incident energy and holding the detector energy con-
stant, this distortion will yield an energy difference
greater than the mean energy loss. But if the incident
energy is held constant and the energy loss is measured
by varying the magnetic spectrometer energy, the
measured energy difference will be smaller than the
mean energy loss. The stopping cross section of argon
was remeasured at 56 kev by this latter technique. The
result was within 0.5+2 percent of the value previously
determined and appears to justify our theoretical
estimates that the error introduced by distortion of the
spectrum is small.

IV. RESULTS

Values of e for all gases measured are presented in
Table II. The probable errors shown in this table are
those calculated as described in the section above.
These results may be compared with three other recent
determination of the proton energy loss in this energy
range. Weyl' has measured the energy loss in air and
argon between. 40 and 450 kev. His results are in
excellent agreement with the present work. Chilton,

4 P. K. Weyl, Phys. Rev-. 91, 289 (1953).
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Fro. 7. Proton stopping cross section per atom. Solid curves:
the experimental e(H) from Table II and e(C) obtained by
subtracting hydrogen contribution from the stopping cross section
of the hydrocarbons. Dashed curves: Average e(C) and e(H)
obtained by combining values for pairs of hydrocarbons.

present work but are larger than might be expected
from the present experiment.

From the stopping cross sections of any pair of
hydrocarbons, values of e(H) and «(C)' can be calcu-
lated. Below 150 kev the values obtained in this way
show a wide spread, again indicating that the simple
additive relation does not hold. Above 200 kev the
various values obtained by this method agree within
the experimental error. The average values of e(H)
and e(C) obtained from the different pairs are plotted
as dashed lines in Fig. 7. For comparison the experi-
mental value of e(H) from Table II is shown in the
same figure by the solid line. The average of several
values of e(C) obtained by subtracting the experimental
e(H) from the hydrocarbons is also plotted in Fig. 7 as'

a solidi line; the values of e(C) listed in Table II were
taken from this curve.

It appears that Bragg's rule is not applicable to any
of the compounds studied below 150 kev. This result
is not surprising since it is principally the outer and
valence electrons that are effective in stopping at such
low energy. Indeed, Platzman" has shown that devi-

' In Symposiums oe Radiobiology, National Research Council,
edited by J.J. ¹ickson (John Wiley and Sons, New York, 1952).
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Fn. 8. Range energy curve for protons in air. The dashed
curve is from reference 11. The experimental cloud chamber
points are from J. K. Boggild (Kgl. Danske Videnskab. Selskab,
Mat. -fys. Medd. 23, No. 4 (1945)j, D. J. Hughes and C. Eggler
/Phys. Rev. 75, 782 (1949)), and R. L. Clarke and G. A.
Bartholomew )Phys. Rev. 76, 146 (1949)g. The energy of the
H'(y, n}H' points oF Clarke and Bartholomew have been altered
to conform to currently accepted values of the deuteron binding
energy and the energies of the Ga and ThC" gamma rays.

ations from Bragg's rule of as much as 5 percent are
to be expected in compounds of C, N, 0, and F because
the valence bonding in molecules containing these
atoms vary most markedly.

In Fig. 8 is plotted a range energy curve for protons
in air obtained by integration of the experimental
stopping cross section data. At 30 kev, the lower limit
of the integration, the proton range has been taken
from Bethe's 1950 range energy curve. " Negligible
error is introduced in the numerical integration, and the
percentage accuracy of the range diGerences obtained
in this way is at least equal to the percentage accuracy
of the stopping cross-section measurements, 3 percent
for air. In the energy region 150-300 kev the present
result gives a range 10—12 percent shorter than the
Bethe curve. However, the cloud chamber range meas-
urements at 0.58 Mev are only 1.5 percent below the
range determined in this experiment. The good agree-
ment is a demonstration of the consistency of these
diGerential energy loss measurements with the integral
range measurements and implies that ranges in other
gases can be obtained by integrating these results.

We are indebted to Professor Christy for many
interesting discussions of the energy loss problem.

"H. A. Bethe, Revs. Modern Phys. 22, 213 (1950).


