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Electron-impact excitation of the D X+ and c4 'X+ Rydberg states of N2
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(Received 24 October 1983)

Absolute optical-emission excitation functions have been measured for the D 'X+„—+8 'Hg fourth
positive system bands (O, U") with v"=0,1,2,3,4,5,6 and for the c4 'X+ —+a 'Hg Gaydon-Herman
singlet system bands (O, U") with U" =0,1,2,3,4,5 produced by electron-impact excitation of the N2
X 'Xg (v =0) ground state, for incident electron energies ranging from threshold to 440 eV. We find
that the D —+8 emission has a principal maximum at 14.1+0.3 eV, a smaller maximum (83% of
principal maximum) at 23 eV, and an E ' energy dependence for incident electron energies E & 65
eV. Measurements over the energy range 13.5—31 eV indicate the D~B emission is unpolarized.
The sum over v" of the D —+8 (O, U") optical-emission cross sections gives a maximum value
1.27)&10 ' cm for the apparent cross section for the u =0 vibrational level of the D X+„state ex-
cited by electron collision with the N2 X 'Xg (v =0) ground state. The appearance of two maxima in
the D~8 optical emission is qualitatively confirmed by other experimental work. This point is dis-
cussed. For the c4 —+a emission we find a single very broad maximum near 80 eV and for E & 110
eV an energy dependence described by the form (C&/E)ln{E/C2). The c4 —+a optical-emission
cross sections were obtained by extrapolating measurements to low pressure (&0.1 mTorr) in order
to account for the nonlinear pressure dependence of the c 4 ~a emission caused by absorption of the
very intense c4 ~X {0,0) band radiation. The sum over U" of our measured optical-emission cross
sections for the c4 ~a (O, v") bands has a maximum value 1.0&(10 ' cm . This result, when com-
bined with the absolute c4 ~X (0,0) band-emission cross section of Zipf and McLaughlin and the
c4 —+X (0,1) cross section of Aarts and DeHeer, yields an upper bound of 0.006 for the c4 (0)~a op-
tical branching ratio, i.e., more than 99.4% of c4 'X+„(U=0) molecules will decay to the ground
state.

I. INTRODUCTION

The laboratory study of electron-impact excitation of
the nitrogen molecule is useful for increasing our
knowledge about the excited electronic states of the mole-
cule, as well as for enhancing our ability to interpret opti-
cal emission from the earth's atmosphere. ' Although
numerous papers have been published on various aspects
of the electron-impact excitation of Nz, there are gaps in
our knowledge, as well as inconsistent data, so that much
still remains to be done. Most previous optical method
studies of electron-impact excitation of N2 have been con-
cerned with lower-lying valence-type states, whereas in the
present work we study the excitation of two higher-lying
Rydberg-type states of N2. Our results have a bearing on
the interpretation of optical emission from these lower-
lying states.

In this paper, we report and discuss the results of our
study, by the optical method, of the production of the
D X+(v =0) and c4 'X+„(v =0) states of N2 by controlled
electron collision with molecules in the lowest vibrational
level of the singlet L 'Xg ground state. Figure 1 shows
the relevant energy levels and transitions. The c4 'X+„

state is known to be the first member of a Rydberg series
of singlet states converging to the X Xg ground state
of Nz+, and the D X+„state is identified as the first
member of a Rydberg series of triplet states, also

converging to the X X+ ground state of N2+. Both
the D X~+ and the c& X+„states have been assigned
the same molecular-orbital configuration
(los) (lcr„) (2og) (2o„) (lm„) (3og)(4pcr„). Here, the
designation 4p refers to the quantum numbers for the lim-
iting united atom. In the early literature, the
cq 'X+„(v =0) state was denoted p' 'X+.

An early experimental work on electron-impact excita-
tion of the Nz c4 'X+„(v =0) state using the optical
method is that reported by Aarts and DeHeer, who mea-
sured the absolute optical-emission cross section for the
c4 'X+„~X 'Xg (0,1) band at 981 A, over the electron en
ergy range 60—2000 eV, and for the c& 'X+ a 'IIg (0,0)
band at 2827 A, over the range 100—2000 eV. See Fig.
1(b). More recently, Zipf and McLaughlin have made ab-
solute optical-emission cross-section measurements for a
number of bands of the cq 'X+„(v')-~X 'Xg (v") system for
0& v' & 7. These c4~X bands all occur in the extreme-uv
spectral region. Most recently, Huschilt et al. again us-
ing the optical method with crossed electron and molecule
beams, have made measurements of the energy depen-
dence of the apparent excitation function for the v'=0
level of c4 'X~+, using the (0,0) and (0,1) bands of the
c4 —+X system. Our work, which is based upon the
c4 'X+„~a 'Hg band system in the near-uv spectral re-
gion, will supplement the work of these other investiga-
tors.
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The previously published optical method investigations
of electron-impact excitation of the D X+„state have been
those of Freund who studied the energy dependence of
the D X~+~8 IIs (0, 1) band and of Skubenich and Za-
pesochny, who reported absolute measurements of the
cross section for direct electron-impact excitation of the
D X~+ state. Our results for the electron-impact excita-
tion of the D state differ substantially from the results of
Refs. 7 and 8. These differences are discussed in Sec. V.

II. EXPERIMENT
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FIG. 1. Energy curves and associated transitions for electron-
ic states of N2 which are relevant to discussion of the results of
the present work. For clarity, the curves for the excited triplet
and singlet spin states are shown separately in (a) and (b), respec-
tively.

A. Optical method

In the optical method for study of the production of
some excited rovibronic state j by electron collision with
ground-state molecules, one sends a collimated, approxi-
mately monoenergetic electron beam through the target
gas and measures the intensity and polarization of the ra-
diation emitted by state j molecules; the gas density and
electron-beam current are small enough that all secondary
collision processes which can affect the excited-state pop-
ulation are negligible. Such secondary processes include
the following. (a) Collisions of excited molecules with
electrons or other molecules. (b) Forward inelastic scatter-
ing of primary beam electrons and forward ejection of
electrons in ionizing collisions. Such collisions will
broaden the energy spread of electrons traveling through
the volume of gas from which light is gathered and conse-
quently introduce distortion in the energy dependence of
the cross section, as determined experimentally. (c) Back-

Qd;, V) = g Q.,t(J' ~) —g Q.,t(k j), (2)

~I,
Q.pt«

(I/e)perk

Physically, Q,~, (k —Pj) is the number of k —Pj photons per
second emitted per unit beam length, per unit electron
flux, and per unit target gas density. In going from Eq.
(1) to (2), we have inserted a unit factor g,. I ~; in the first
term on the right-hand side of Eq. (1), where the label i
refers to all lower-lying states into which state j can de-
cay.

In the present experiment, we could resolve some of the
rotational components j~i of the c 4 —+a and D~8

scattering, both elastic and inelastic, or primary beam
electrons and backward ejection of electrons produced in
ionizing collisions. In addition to contributing a larger
energy spread as in (b), some of the backscattered primary
beam electrons have a second chance of exciting a target
molecule in the volume studied. We assume that the
natural radiative lifetime rj of state j molecules (as well as
the lifetime rk of higher-lying states k which can decay
into state j) to be very short with respect to the time ( -25
@sec) required for a molecule to travel from the axis of the
electron beam to the surface of the surrounding experi-
mental apparatus. For the case in which the excited state

j can make an allowed radiative transition to the ground
state L, we also assume the gas density is sufficiently low
that absorption of the j—+X radiation causes a negligibly
small change in the density of j-state molecules. We also
assume a negligible effect due to secondary and reflected
electrons from the metal surfaces of the apparatus Un. der
these assumptions above, the only significant processes
which will produce N2 molecules in excited state j are (1)
direct electron —ground-state-molecule collisions and (2)
spontaneous radiative decay of higher-lying states k into
state j (cascade). In the steady state, the rate of produc-
tion of state-j molecules by processes (1) and (2) above is
balanced by the rate of loss of state-j molecules due to ra-
diative decay. Then, in the steady state we have

QcllfV) (17 )
g kfe pg

where Qd;, (j) is the cross section for direct production of
the rovibronic state j by electron collision with a ground-
state molecule, p~ is the target gas density, I is the
electron-beam current, e is the absolute value of the elec-
tron charge, MJ is the steady-state number of state j mole-
cules per unit length in the beam direction, w& is the natur-
al lifetime of state j, and k is a label referring to higher-

lying rovibronic states which can radiatively decay into
the state j with optical branching ratio I kj. Equation (1)
has been written in terms of the excited-state densities Mz
and ~k because these quantities are most directly related
to what we measure in the laboratory, viz. , optical-
emission intensities per unit beam length. In terms of
optical emission cro-ss sections Q,~„Eq. (1) for Qd;, (j) be-
comes
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molecular bands; however, no component j~i was suffi-
ciently intense to be studied individually. Consequently,
we instead measured the sum of the optical-emission cross
sections Q,~, (j ~i) for all the components j +—i of a
molecular band (u', u"). Denoting this molecular band-
emission cross section by Q,~,(u', u"), Eq. (2) becomes

Q„,(u') = g Q.„(u',u") —g Q.„(u,u'),
V

where the sum on v" is over all lower-lying vibrational
levels of other electronic states into which cq or D decay
and the sum on U is over all higher-lying vibrational levels
of other electronic states which decay into c4 or D.
Qd;, (u') is then the cross section for exciting, by electron
impact, the entire set of rotational levels associated with
the vibrational level u' of electronic state D or cq, aver-
aged over the rotational state distribution for the
electronic-vibrational ground state at 300 K. In this work,
the optical-eIIllsslon CI'oss sections aI'e determined by
measuring the absolute intensity of the molecular band ra-
diation emitted per unit beam length and per unit solid
angle in a direction perpendicular to the direction of the
electI on beam.

B. Experimental apparatus

In our experiment, an approximately monoenergetic
electron beam is generated by an electron gun operating in
a chamber which has been evacuated to a pressure & 10
Torr and then filled with research grade (total impurities
specified to be «6 ppm) N2 gas to a pressure «10 mTorr.
Figure 2 is a scale drawing of a section through the elec-
tron gun, containing the electron-gun axis XX' and the
orthogonal axis OA of the external optics. The axes XX'
and OA intersect inside the cylindrical part of the Faraday
cup labeled 9, at a point I' about 9.5 mm past the ground-
ed electrode, labeled 8. Radiation from excited species irl
the approximately electric-field-free interior of the Fara-
day cup escapes through two symmetrically positioned,
2.S-mm-wide, 18.6-mm-high slots in the wall of the
cylinder. The optical components in this experiment are
arranged so that, in effect, we collect only radiation from
a volume of space defined by two planes perpendicular to
XX', center'ed about the point P, and separated by M.
This is illustrated in Fig. 3, which is a schematic diagram

of tllc clltll'c Rppal'Rtus. Tllc rclRtlvc posltlons of tllc VRrl-

ous optical components are dI'awn to scale. The line CD is
perpendicular to OA. The center of the first surface mir-
ror Mz {1-m radius of curvature) is placed on optical dis-
tance of 1 m from the point I', where XX' and OA inter-
sect (see Fig. 2). The axis of mirror M2 is rotated 3.6'
away from the 11ne CD aIld the monochromator 1s pos1-
tioned so that the center of its entrance slit plane coincides
with the unit-magnified image of point I', formed by Ml.
The monochromator is oriented so that light traveling
along OA from XX' will emerge from the center of the
monochromator exit slit. Because of the unit-
magnification imaging of I' onto the entrance slit, the
separation Ax mentioned in regard to Fig. 2, is determined
only by the smaller of e 2 and e ~, where e ~ is the entrance
slit width and e2 is the width of the exit slit image which
the monochromator forms at the location of el. For the
work reported here, M «0.61 mm. The solid angle of
collection 0„for light gathered from the electron-beam-
excited gas, was determined by the solid angle subtended
at point I' by the circular aperture S, located between M&
and M2. For the work reported here, Q, &7.09&10 sr
{f/10. 5). An RCA C31034A photomultiplier tube
(PMT) with GaAs photocathode cooled to —25'C was
used with an electrometer to convert the photon flux from
the monochromator to a proportional voltage, which was
recorded on a strip chart or X-Xrecorder.

The magnetically shielded electron gun (Fig. 2) was
modeled after the pentode design of radio vacuum tubes,
with the purpose of making the beam current almost in-
dependent of accelerating voltage (except for very low
voltages), other voltages held fixed. Elements 1, 2, and 4
correspond to the control, screen, and suppressor grids,
respectively. The additional element 3 was included to al-
low more freedom in controlling the beam diameter in the
vicinity of point I'. The potentials of elements 1, 2, 3, and
4 were referenced to the cathode E, to which the negative
accelerating potential was applied. Ordinarily, we used
Vz ——60 V, Vl ——150 V, and V4 ——0 V. The potential of
element 1, which was varied from 0 to —60 V with
respect to E, was used to control the magnitude of the
electron-beam current I collected by the Faraday cup (de-
fined by elements 8, 9, and 11). The Faraday cup was
made long with respect to its diameter to insure that a
negligible ( «0.01 V/cm) field was generated in the vicini-

l
K

6 8 'IO

FIG. 2. Scale drawing of section through the electron gun, containing the electron-gun axis XX and the orthogonal axis OA of the
external optics. K is an indirectly heated cathode.
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The local target gas density pg in the region about I'
(Fig. 2) was determined using a Baratron' capacitance
manometer, although the procedure was complicated by
what we will call the local gas he-ating effect: The hot
cathode X radiatively heats the surrounding electron-gun
parts and consequently also heats the gas in the vicinity of
these parts. In an earlier experiment, using an electron
gun almost identical to the one in the present experiment,
we measured with thermocouples the temperature rise AT
(K) above room temperature, at several locations on the
electron gun. In this earlier experiment, the electron
source was a 12-mm-long V-shaped filament of 0.076-
mm-diameter tungsten operated at a power of 3—5 W, and
a temperature of —1600—2000 K. The temperature rise
of the cylinder and plate (labeled 1 in Fig. 2) surrounding
the filament was b, Ti & 100 K, and the temperature rise
b, Ts at the edge of the hole in the plate labeled 8, just
preceding the Faraday cup, ranged from 20 to 30 K, de-

pending upon heater power. In the present experiment,
the cathode heater is operated at a power of 4+0.2 W, and
we therefore expect temperature rises in the electron gun
to be comparable to those in the earlier experiment using
the V-shaped filament. To quantitatively determine the
effect of this heating upon the local gas density our pro-
cedure was to monitor, as a function of time, the signal
R„developed from the very intense Nz second positive
(0,0) band. With the electron gun initially at room tem-

perature, we turned on the cathode heater at a constant
power of 3.9 W (normal heater power) and began measur-

ing the second positive (0,0) band signal R, every five
minutes. Between measurements the beam was shut off.
The electron-gun voltages and electron-beam current were
held constant during this test. The observation is that the
signal 8, decreased with elapsed time and reached an ap-
proximately time-independent value after about six hours

[see Fig. 4(a)]. During this test, the gas pressure indicated

by thc capacltancc manometer d1d not change significant-

ly from its initial value of @0=4 mTorr, set at the begin-
ning of the test. From this observation we conclude that
as the electron gun warms up from room temperature to
its equilibrium temperature distribution, the local gas den-

sity pg in the region about point I' decreases. A second
test, which confirmed the result of this first test but also
gave more information, was the following. With the elec-
tron gun initially at room temperature, we turned on the
cathode heater at the same constant power as in the first
test and made a continuous recording of the second posi-
tive (0,0) band signal as a function of the analog signal
voltage V~ from tile capacitailce manometer. Tile gas
was admitted through a leak valve and about five minutes
were required for the pressure in the chamber to go from
0 to 4 mTorr. As before, the electron-gun voltages and
currents were held fixed during this test as the signal 8,
was recorded on thc Y channel, whllc thc an81og voltage

V~ from the manometer drove the X axis of the recorder.
Then, after a 6-h interval, during which the cathode
heater was left on, the plot of R, vs V was repeated, giv-

ing the result that the plot of R, vs V had precisely the
same functional dependence on V~ as the curve obtained
with the electron gun at room temperature, but was every-
where reduced by a factor of 0.875. This result is shown

R~
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0
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I f
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FKx. 4. (a) Signal developed from N2 second positive (0,0)
band vs elapsed time ht following turn-on of the cathode heater
at normal power of 3.9 W. Manometer pressure @=4 mTorr,
electron-beam energy E=20 eV„and electron-beam current
I=100 pA. At At=0, electron gun is at room temperature
(297+1 K) and signal is R, . (b) Comparison of signal developed
from N2 second positive (0,0) band with electron gun at room
temperature, and with electron gun at equilibrium temperature
distribution corresponding to a heater power of 3.9 W. Electron
energy E=14.3 eV and electron-beam current I=5.3 pA. Pres-
sure was varied over range 0&@~ 3.75 mTorr. The same arbi-

trary unit has been used for both ordinate and abscissa. The
least-squares-fitted straight line shown here has slope equal to
0.875.

in Fig. 4(b), where we have plotted the signal R„obtained
with the electron gun at its equilibrium temperature dis-
triution with the cathode heater on, against the signal R,
obta1ned with the electron gun at room temperature,
24+1'C. From these two tests we conclude that the per-
cent 1cduct1on 1Il local gas dcns1ty caused by thc hot
cathode is independent of the pxessure over the range stud-
ied (0—4 mTorr). The effect of thermal transpiration was
also investigated' and found to have negligible (&0.5%)
effect on the gas-pressure measurement. Thus in this
work the target gas density pg in the region about point I'
(Fig. 2) was determined from

pg 0.87——5p /k T„,
where k is Boltzmann's constant, p is the collision
chamber gas pressure, and T, is room temperature.
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branchin ratios as determined in this work for bands of theTABLE I. Maximum optical-emission cross sections and branc ing ra ios a
D X+(v'=0) —+8 'IIg(U") system of N2, along with our error estimates for these experimental values.u&U—

N2
D 'r+ a 'rr,

(O, v")

(0,0)
(0,1)
(0,2)
(0,'3)

(0,'4}

(0,5)

(0,6)

Shortest-
wavelength
band head'

(A)

2256.0
2346.4
2442.8
2545.3
2654.5
2771.4
2896.6

Maximum optical-emission
cross section

Q,~,(0,u")
(10 cm )

2.26
3.57
315
1.90'
1.05
0.56
0.22

Estimated
error' in

cross section
(%)

11
8

10
11
10
10
10

Branching
ratio

p

0.178
0.281
0.248d

0.149'
0.083
0.044
0.017

Estimated
error' in

branching ratio
(%)

7
6
6
7
6
6
6

'W velen th data from Ref. 15, p. 230.
+ .3 eV. See Fi . 7. The (0,1) band cross section was determined directly from knowledgeMaximum cross section occurred at 14.1+0.3 eV. See Fig. . e, an eros

u") =(I o„ /I 00)Q, , (0,0), where theof all quantities in q. ( ). e o eE . (7) Th th r six cross sections for u "&1 were determined from Q,pp( u o" 00 ptI"s are the separately determined b
'

gn d branchin ratios. See column 5.
all sources includin 0.2—0.7% error due to variation in'This figure obtained by adding in quadrature the estimated errors from all sources, inc u ing . —. o er

' 'vit over the wavelength span of a band.
'

h threshold at =14.2 eV and maximum at =14.9 eV. This
~ ~ ~h (0 2) band was artially overlapped by another molecular band wit t res o a = . e

R f 15 S' our cross-section and branching-ratio measurements'f' with an molecular band given in e . . ince ou
h' difficult with the (0,2) band measurement waswere made at =14.1 eV, which is just below threshold for this unidentified band, t is i icu y wi e

avoided. '+ '+ 5 band.'Correction was made for partia over ap o e
'

1 1 f th (0 3) band by the Herman-Kaplan E Xg ~A X„(0,5) ba

III. PROCEDURES AND RESULTS FOR B X+{@=0)

Because our results differ from other experimental
work, we describe fully our experimental procedures,
along with our results. %'e have observed all seven of the
f rth positive bands reported in the literature:
D(u'=0)~B(u" =0, 1,2, 3,4, 5, 6). See Fig 1(a) . and
Table I. After examination of each of them with regard
to overlapping by bands or lines of other systems, and also
signal-to-noise ratio, we found the (0,1) band to be the
most favorable for experimental investigation of the
dependence of the D X+„(u =0) emission on target gas

ressure electron-beam current, incident electron energy,
and also for the determination of the polartzatton H o
the D~B radiation. Our procedures for this investigation
are illustrated by Fig. 5, which is a spectral scan of the
(0,1) band at a resolution of 1 A.

With the monochromator passband [usually triangular,
4 A full width at half maximum (FWHM)] centered on,
or very close to the shortest-wavelength head of the fourth
positive (0,1) band (position a in Fig. 5), we studied the
pressure dependence of the photomultiplier signal
developed, while all other parameters were held fixed.
This measurement was made many times, at a variety of
electron-beam energies and currents. The signal developed
at position a has an additive background contribution
caused by light which reaches the PMT photocathode
after being scattered within the monochromator. With
the passband shifted to position b in Fig. 5, we studied the
background signal and found it to be proportional to pres-
sure and to have an energy dependence shown by the inset
curve b of Fig. 5. Because of its very weak dependence on
grating rotation angle, the background signal at position a
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CL 0.9-
U

PM T C ur r ent (A rb. un' ts)

50 E(eV) 100
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i
ax i.o A i'wee

~0.6—

Dark Current
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FIG. 5. Signal developed from spectral scan of the N2
D X+—+8 'H fourth positive system (0, 1) band, using triangu-Q g 0

lar spectral passband of 1 A FWHM. Flags on band head
markers indicate the violet-degraded shading of the bands. The
triangular passband shown is 4 A FWHM.

23 70

is practically the same as that measured at position b. In
Fig. 6 we show some of our results for the pressure depen-
dence of the fourth positive (0,1) band signal, where we
have plotted total signal at position a, i.e., fourth positive
(0,1) band signal plus the background signal. Since the
background was found to be proportional to pressure, then
deviation of the total signal from linearity with the pres-
sure reveals a nonlinear behavior of the fourth positive
(0,1) band signal. In Fig. 6, the data for the curves at each
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FIG. , 6. Illustration of nonlinearity with pressure in signal

developed from the N2 D 'X+~B 'Hg (0,1) band. Plotted here
is total signal [i.e., D +8 (0, 1) ban—d signal+ background] ob-
tained with a triangular passband of 4A, =4 A FWHM centered
on or very close to position a of Fig. 5. The background, which
was found to be proportional to pressure over the pressure range
of Fig. 6, makes up about 8, 8, 12, 21, and 74%%uo of the total sig-
nal at energies of 25, 28, 33, 50, and 100 eV, respectively. To fa-
cilitate comparison, each curve has been scaled as necessary to
make all the curves have the same slope in the low-pressure re-
gion where the total signal is proportional to pressure. The data
generally lie within a few percent of these least-squares-fitted
curves.

energy have been scaled as necessary to make them all
agree in slope in the low-pressure region where total signal
is proportional to the pressure. This is done only to facili-
tate comparison of the data. To be sure that this non-
linear behavior was not caused by some unnoticed foreign
signal, we repeated some of the signal-versus-pressure
measurements using the fourth positive system (0,2) band
(see Table I) and again found the same pressure depen-
dence as with the (0,1) band. Our results for the depen-
dence of the fourth positive intensity on target gas pres-
sure (Fig. 6) are qualitatively characterized by a deviation
from linearity which begins to occur at lower and lower
pressures as we raise the electron energy. For example,
the signal begins to show deviation from linearity with
pressure, above pressures of approximately 3.5, 3, 2, and
1.25 mTorr at incident electron energies of 28, 33, 50, and
100 eV, respectively.

Using a triangular passband of 4 A FWHM at position
a (Fig. 5), we studied the dependence of the fourth positive
(0,1) band intensity on electron-beam current I, over the
range I & 300 pA, where I =I8 +I9+II I is the sum of the
currents collected at the electron-gun elements labeled 8,
9, and 11 in Fig. 2. Just as in the case of the intensity-
versus-pressure data, we found an energy-dependent devia-
tion from a linear dependence of the intensity on the
current. However, in this case the deviation was in the

opposite sense to that observed in the intensity-versus-
pressure data, i.e., the intensity increased at a rate which
was less than in direct proportion to the current. Our re-
sults for the current dependence of the (0,1) band intensity
are not as simply characterized as those for the pressure
dependence (Fig. 6). For the purposes of this experiment
though, we can say that for pressure p&3 mTorr, the
D~B (0, 1) band signal was directly proportional to the
current for I& 100 pA, independently of the electron ener-

gy. All our measurements of the energy dependence of
the D~B optical emission, as well as the absolute magni-
tude of the optical-emission cross sections, have been
made at sufficiently low pressure and current that the in-

tensity is directly proportional to the pressure and current.
We studied the dependence of the D—+B emission on

the energy of the incident electrons by recording the (0,1)
band signal developed with a 4-A FWHM passband at po-
sition a in Fig. 5, as a function of the energy, all other pa-
rameters held constant. However, since the background
has an energy dependence which is distinctly different
from that of the fourth positive emission, we also deter-
mined the energy dependence of the background signal at
position b (Fig. 5). This is shown by the inset curve (b) of
Fig. 5. The difference of the signals obtained at positions
a and b thus more accurately represents the energy depen-
dence of the D X+„(U =0) emission. Higher-resolution
scans (b, A, & 1 A) of the D~B (0, 1) band showed that with
a triangular passband of FWHM (4 A and centered on
position a, the contribution of the (0,0) band of the
y 'Ils ~w 'b, „Kaplan second band system' (see Fig. 5) is
negligible in comparison with the D~B (0,1) band. Using
a much smaller passband (Al, = 1 A FWHM) at a position
1.2 A to the right of position a in Fig. 5, we repeated the
measurements of the energy dependence of the D~B (0,1)
band signal from threshold to 60 eV; the result was indis-
tinguishable from that obtained using the 4-A passband at
position a, thus strongly supporting the implicit assump-
tion we have made in this work, that the intensity of each
component of the band has the same dependence on in-
cident electron energy. Our background-corrected results
obtained in this way for the energy dependence of the
fourth positive (0,1) band intensity are shown in Fig. 7 in
a linear-linear plot from threshold to 60 eV. These results
are also shown in Fig. 8 in a log-log plot from threshold
to 100 eV. In determining the energy dependence of the
(0,1) band intensity (Figs. 7 and 8), our choice of target
gas pressure was guided by the signal-versus-pressure data
of Fig. 6: For electron energy E &28 eV, pressures of 2
and 3 mTorr were used. For E&28 eV, pressures of 0.5
and 1 mTorr were used. There was no obvious difference
between the energy dependence at 0.5 and 1 mTorr, nor
was there any difference between the energy dependence at
2 and 3 mTorr for E &28 eV. Above -65 eV, the log-log
plotted data of Fig. 8 are fairly well described by a
straight line of slope —3, indicating an asymptotic E
energy dependence for the optical-emission cross section.
This asymptotic E energy dependence is also expected
on theoretical grounds, ' for the electron collision-
induced, spin-forbidden transition X 'Xg ~D X„+.

Although we used the D~B (0,1) band for most of our
studies, we did verify, by obtaining relative optical-
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D ~B(0,1) ba nd, pr ese nt wor k
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FIG. 7. Comparison of the energy dependence of the
D 2+~8 III (0,1) band as determined in this work with the
results of other experiments, and with the cross-section calcula-
tion of Ref. 20 for the direct electron-impact excitation of the
Nq D X+„state. The results of the present work (represented by
the solid curve) have been corrected for the energy-dependent
background. %e believe that relative to the maximum at II4 eV,
the shape of the curve (solid line) representing the present results
is correct to within 5% foI' energies 14&E&60 eV. For each
cuI'vc thc data have bccn normalized to thclI' maximum.

emission excitation functions for all the fourth positive
bands, that each of the bands of the D~8 (O,u") sequence
(Table I) cxlllbl'tcd thc dollMc nlaxlllla sllowll ill thc {0,1)
band data of Fig. 7.

Based upon the dependence on accelerating voltage in
the vicinity of threshold (11.03 CV) for the very intense N2
sccolld posltlvc C IIg~8 1Ig (0,0) band cIIllssloll, wc es-
timate that, for the work reported in this paper, the full
width at base {FWAB) of the electmn energy distribution
was ~0.5 CV. The energy scales (CV) used in Figs. 7 and 8
were generated by shifting the zero of the uniform voltage
scales used in obtaining the data, so that the threshold
occurs at 12.84 V as pI'cdlctcd from spcctI'oscoplc datR.
For the pressures and currents used in this work, ihe shift
was —1.9+0.2 V and was stable over a one year period of
electron-gun operation. This difference between the in-
cident electron energy E (eV) and the accelerating voltage

Vks applied between cathode and ground results from a
combination of effects: (a) penetration of externally gen-
erated electric fields into the interior of the Faraday cup;
(b) electric field generation within the Faraday cup by the
charge distribution of the electron beam itself; (c) a small
contact potential difference of at most -0.2 V, caused by
dissimilar metal junctions in the external cathode-ground
circuit; and (d) charged dielectric surface layers around
the edges of the apertures in the electron-gun elements,
presumably caused by electron bombardment of adsorbed
layers of diffusion pump fluid. We found this last item
(d) to be quite troublesome in an earlier experimental ap-
paratus in which silicone diffusion pump fluid was used,
even though a liquid-nitrogen-cooled cold trap was used
between the pump and the collision chamber, just as in the
present work. In this earlier apparatus, the offset
( Vk~ E) would often reac—h a value of 10 V or more over
a period of 20—40 h of electmn-gun operation, and this

line of sl

FIG. 8. Log-log plot of the D X+—+8 Hg (0,1) band absolute
optical-emission cross section determined in this work, as a
function of the incident electron energy E. These same data are
I'cpIcscntcd by thc smooth solid culvc ln Flg. 7. Above —65 cV,
the energy dependence of these data is fairly well described by
the form E

necessitated frequent cleaning of the electron-gun ele-
ments. In the present work, an all-hydrocarbon type of
diffusion pump fluid was used, and the diffusion pump
was used only long enough (10—15 sec) to pump out a tar-
get gas sample. The rest of the time, the collision
chamber was pumped by an ion pump. We attribute this
long term stability of the offset to the use of the all-
hydrocarbon pump fluid and to minimal use of the dif-
fusion pump.

Another significant experimental problem common to
all the work reported in this paper, and distinct from the
local gas-heating effect already discussed, is that of non-
constant target gas pressure. We found that the target gas
pressure decreases at a rate proportional to the electron-
beam current. The rate of the decrease of pressure, at
constant electron-beam current I, also is proportional to
the pressure p and depends on the incident electron energy
E, i.e., p= k(E)pI, where k—(E) is an energy-dependent
factor This ef.fect, which has not been reported in
electron-impact excitation studies of monatomic gases, is
presumably related to dissociative electron-impact excita-
tion of the N2. We observed that the rate of decrease jr of
the pressure was largest for incident electron energies in
the vicinity of 90 eV, where the cross section for dissocia-
tlvc electron-BIlpact cxcltatloll of N2 also ls lllaxlIIlllnl.
Since the pressure decreases, then apparently the total
number of gRs part1clcs also dccIcascs, a I'csult which
seems puzzling because the dissociation of one N2 mole-
cule will yield two atomic fragments (N + N or N + N+).
One possible explanation is that the atomic fragments are
adsorbed by the surfaces of the vacuum chamber and elec-
tron gun. Assuming the atomic fragments from each N2
dissociation aI'e permanently adsorbed and using the max-



EI.ECTRON-IMPACT EXCITATION OF THE D 'X+ AND e„' 'X+. . .

imum cross section of 2X10 ' cm reported by Ref. 5
for dissociative electron-impact excitation of N2, a simple
calculation of the expected rate constant k(E) yields a
maximum value of 0.009 h ' pA ' for the chamber
volume and electron-gun geometry of the present work.
The fact that the rates k (E) we obtain from our data are
generally a factor of 40—70 smaller than this calculated
maximum rate could indicate that adsorption of the atom-
ic fragments does occur, but that an adsorbed atom
remains on the surface only a finite length of time. De-
pending Upon thc cncfg1cs and thc t1rnc-1ntcgratcd
currents used in obtaining a particular set of data, we ob-
served pressure decreases which were as large as 9% of
the initial pressure set in the vacuum chamber. Since our
D~B datR wcl'c obtRlllcd Rt plcsslll'cs fol wlllcll slgllal ls
proportional to pressure, then our correction procedure
was simple multiplication of the light. signal R, by the
factor (Po/P) where P is the instantaneous pressure corre-
sponding to R, and Po is the reference pressure, which
was generally chosen to be the initial pressure. In obtain-
ing the continuous plots of signal versus pressure (see Fig.
6), the time intervals required were sufficiently short
( (12 minutes) that there was no significant distortion in-
troduced by this effect. For the signal-versus-current and
signal-versus-energy data, which gener'ally were obtained
point by point with total beam-on time intervals as long as
2 h, the above correction was applied. Also, the pressure
value that we associated with the integrated intensity of a
band was the pressure value wh1ch occurred at the pos1-
tion of the centroid wavelength in the spectral scan of the
band.

Measurements of the percent polarization H (%) of the
fourth positive (0,1) band radiation were made using a di-
chroic polymer film uv linear polarizer (Oriel Corporation
Model 2732) where

9'=100 %
~ll+

(6)

and M~I, W~ aI'c thc cmiss1QIl 1ntcns1t1cs pet' UIllt sol1d an-

gle 1Q a d1Icct1QIl perpendicular to thc electron-beam d1I'ec-

tion, f'or radiation with electric field vector parallel and
perpendicular, respectively, to the electron-beam direction.
The polarizer was placed at locations LP' and LP (see Fig.
3) in order that the particular polarization component
(parallel or perpendicular) could be selected before it was

sent through the optical system. %ith the polarizer at po-
sition LP of Fig. 3, we determined the ratio of the detec-
tion system responses to the two polarizations, using the
deuterium lamp as an unpolarized source. A repeat of
th1s I'at1Q mcasufcmcIlt, Us1ng a co11cd tUngstcn hc11x 1Il

quartz envelope lamp at position Q of Fig. 3, gave the
same result within 0.5%. With the linear polarizer at po-
sltlon LP, wc dctcI mined thc I'atlo of signals dcvclopcd
from the two background-corrected components of the
D +8 (0,1) band rad—iation. In extracting polarization
valUcs from our' mcasurcmcnts we took 1nto account the
fact that the polarizer is an imperfect device, i.e.,
Ic2/KI~0. 03+0 whcI'c K2 alld Icl Rl'c 'tllc llltcIlslty tlRllsIIllt-
tance factors of the polarizer for light polarized perpen-
dicular and parallel, I'espectively, to the direction for rnax-
imum transmission of the polarizer. Our polarization

measurements were made at a pressure of 4 mTorr over
the energy range 13—23 CV and 2 mTorr for energies
23—31 eV. The individual polarization measurements
were scattered within a range —5% & H ( + 5%. The
scatter appeared random however, and the average of the
polarization measurements was very close to zero
( —0.1%). This indicates that the D +8—radiation is unpo-
larized and consequently, the energy dependence of the
optical-emission signal, as measured in this experiment,
using only a very small fraction (0,/4Ir=0. 0006) of the
radiation, is representative of the energy dependence of
the angle-integrated optical emission per unit beam length.

The D +8 (—0, 1) band relative optical-emission data
given in Fig. 7 were converted to absolute values (Fig. 8)
by measuring the absolute magnitude of the (0,1) band
optical-emission cIoss scctlon at 14.1 cV, whcfc thc c1oss
section reaches its principal maximum. A gas pressure of
3.5 mTorr and beam current of 60 pA were used for these
measurements. Figure 5 illustrates our procedure for
determining the absolute magnitude of the D~B (0,1)
band cross section. We measured the area %, under the
curve obtained from the spectral scan of the (0,1) band,
accounting as necessary for overlapping by the Kaplan
second y 'IIg~lo '6„(0,0) band, and using as baseline a
straight line connecting the background signal levels on ei-
ther side of the fourth positive band. Then, the passband
was centered on the position corresponding to the centroid
wavelength of the spectral scan of the band, and with
plane mirmr MI mtated 90 clockwise from the position
shown in Fig. 3, we obtained the response R, developed
from the deuterium lamp. For both the spectral scan of
the band and the response R, developed from the deuteri-
um lamp, the monochromator slit widths were set to yield
a triangular passband of 1.5 A FWHM at A, =2350 A.
From these data, thc absolute optical-emission cross sec-
tion for the band was calculated using expression (7):

4IrwWA,

(I/e)p O,MR,
(7)

where W is the spectral irradiance of the deuterium lamp,
M is the lateral magnification with which spherical mirror
M2 images the electron-gun axis XX' onto the entrance
slit (M =1.000+0.002), w is the width of the horizontal
slit placed next to the entrance slit and determines the
vertical extent of the receiver area in the absolute calibra-
tion procedure (w =0.397+0.002 mm), and Z is a correc-
tion function to account for the case in which the molecu-
lar band radiation has linear polarization H (%), with
Z= 1 when H =O. The other quantities have already been
defined in the text. From this measured rnaxirnum abso-
lute (0,1) band cross section and the measured branching
rat1os I"0,-, we deterrn1ned the max1rnum absolute magn1-
tude of the other six cross sections of the D +8 (O,U") se-—
quence.

The branching ratios I 0,- —=Q,~, (0,U" )/
Q„-.Q,~,(O, U"') for the bands of the D~B (O,U") se-

quence were also determined at 14.1 eV, but at larger pres-
sure and current of 7 mTorr and 150 pA, in order to in-
crease the precision of thc branching-ratio determination.
Although the signals were then slightly nonlinear with
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current, the spectral scans of all the bands were carried
out under the same conditions so that the cross-section ra-
tios determined from these data were not affected by the
nonlinearity with current, s1ncc they RH corrcspoIld to R

common upper level.
Our results for the maximum values of the optical-

emission cross sections for the seven bands of the
D X+—+8 Hz fourth positive band system and the corre-
spond1ng branch1ng ratios Rrc shown 1Q TRMc I, along
with our error estimates for these values.

Iv. IRoCzDUREs AND REsULTs Fol ~„' 'x+(U=o)

The previous work of Refs. 4, 5, and 6 was carried out
us1ng bands of the It."g Xg ~X Xg systcIIl, wh1ch occu1s
in the extreme-uv spectral region (A, &1100 A). In the
present work, we have investigated excitation of the
c4 (U =0) state by studying the electron-impact production
of the (O,U") bands of the c4 —+a 'IIg band system, '

which occur in the near-uv spectral region 2800—3700 A
[see Fig. 1(b)]. In particular, we used the (0,0) and (0,4)
bands to study the dependence of the e4(U =0)~a signal
on electron-beam current, target gas prcssure, and incident
electron energy. Other bands of the cz —+a (U', U") system
for U' =1, 2, 3, and 4 were tentatively identified in surveys
of the near-uv spectrum of N2. These other bands were
much less intense than the bands of the c4 —+a (O,U") se-
quence, and we did not attempt to study them. The pro-
cedures we followed, which were generally the same as
those already described in Sec. III, are illustrated by Fig.
9, which is a spectral scan at a resolution of 0.5 A of the
region containing the c4 ~a (0,0) band.

With a 4.6 A FWHM trapezoidal passband centered on
posttlon 0 (Flg. 9), wc studied thc total signal [1.c., CII ~Q
(0,0) + background] developed as a function of the
electron-beam current I for 0&I &200 pA. Although

with this gassband the N+ 2s 2p4p 'I' +Z—st 'P line at
2823.635 A ls transmitted with about 70% relStlvc ef-
ficiency, it makes at most a 3—4% contribution to the to-
tal signal. FurtherInore, in a separate investigation we
found the N+ line signa1 to be proportional to the current
for the pressures and currents used in the present work.
Thus 1t docs not 1nt1oducc Rny noniincarity 1Q thc dcpcn-
dence of the total signal on current. For energies in the
range 25—60 eV, the total signal developed at position a
did cxhlb1t some dcvlat1on fronl a 11near dependcIlcc on
current for currents I& 100 tu, A: The signal began to in-
crease at a rate greater than direct proportion to the
current. (This is opposite to the deviation from linearity
we observed in the D —+8 signal-versus-current data. See
Sec. III.) The deviation of the total signal from a linear
dependence on current was largest at an energy of -30
CV, with the si.gnaI at I=200 pA and @=5 mTorr being
about 16% larger than expected from a linear extrapola-
tion of the lower-current data. However, for currents
I& IOD pA, the total signal was proportional to current,
for energies E & 100 CV, when the pressure was kept below
5 mTorr (the largest pressure used in the signal-versus-
current studies). We have assumed this to mean that the
c4 —+a signal itself is also proportional to current I for
I&100 pA and pressures p &5 mTorr. Also, we found
that at p= 1 mTorr and E=200 CV the total signal is pro-
portional to current I for currents I &200 pA. We men-
tion this here because these are the conditions of pressure,
energy, and current under which our c& —+a absolute
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FIG. 9. Signal developed from spectral scan of the N2
c4 Xg ~Q Hg (0,0) band, using a triangular spectral passband
of 0.5 A FTHM. Figure 9 is used only to illustr'ate the pro-
cedures followed in this work. At the N2 pressure of 7 mTorr
used in Fig. 9 the c4 ~a signal is definitely not proportional to
pressure. See c4 —+a signal-vs-pressure curves of Fig. 10. Flags
on the band head markers indicate the violet-degraded shading
of the bands. The trapezoidal passband shown is 4.6 A FTHM.

FIG. 10. Dependence of the background-corrected c4 —+a
(0,0) band signal R (p) on tar'get gas pressure p (mTorr). Curve
in (a) is the least-squares-fitted quadratic polynomial representa-
tion of the data, scaled to have value 1 at p = 1 m Torr. Dashed
straight hne is the linear part of the quadratic polynomial fit. It
has value 0.679 at @=1mTorr. Curve shown in (b) is the least-
squares-fitted cubic polynomial repr'esentation of the data over
the pressure range 0—10 mTorr, also scaled to have value 1 at
p = 1 mTorr. Dashed straight line is the same line shown in (a).
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FIG. 11. Illustx'ation of pressure effect on the spatial extent
of the emitting region using as signal source the c4 —+a (0,0)
band at constant electron energy of 70 eV and beam current of
200 pA. y(mm)= 1'—Fo, where F is the coordinate giving the
location of the center of the vertically translatable slit of width
m=0. 83 mm and Ão is the slit coordinate for which the signal
R (y) is a maximum. R (y) is the total signal, i.e., c4 —+a (0,0) +
background.

optical-emission cross-section measurements were made.
For the pressure dependence of the cq —+a intensity we

found a very marked deviation from a linear dependence
on the pressure. This is illustrated by Fig. 10 in which we
show the pressure dependence of the signal developed
from the c4~a (0,0) band. The data shown in Fig. 10
were obtained with a 2.4 A F%HM triangular passband
centered on position a', so as to just exclude any contribu-
tion from the N+ line at 2823.635 A. See Fig. 9. These
dRtR have Rlso bccn background"corrected by subtraction
of the proportional-to-pressure background measured with
the passband shifted to position b. The cq~a (0,0) band
signal begins to show significant deviation from a linear
dependence on pressure for pressure p&0.1 mTorr. In
studies of electron-impact-produced emission from the
cg(U =0) stRtc, Rcfs. 4, 5, Rlld 6 also reported slgnlf1ca11t
deviations from a linear dependence on pressure. For the
c4~X (U', 0) transitions Ref. 5 reported a deviation from
linearity with pressure which was in the opposite sense to
what we show in Fig. 10 and for the c4 ~X (0,1) band, the
intensity was enhanced with respect to a linear depen-
dence, similar to what we show in Fig. 10. Reference 6,
which work was done using crossed molecule and electron
beams, indicated that significant nonlinearity in the
c4~X (0,0) signal occurred for background pressures
&0.01 mTorr and in the c4 —+X (0,1) signal for back-
ground pressure ~ 0.1 m Torr. The signal-versus-pressure
data of Ref. 4 for the c& ~X (0,1) band was qualitatively
similar to what we show in Fig. 10. As pointed out by
these investigators, this nonlinear pressure dependence for
thc lntcns1ty of cmlssloIl from the c4 stRtc Is caused by ab-
sorption of c& —&X (U', 0) photons. Sce Fig. 1(b). cq~X
(O', U") photons for u" &0 can also be absorbed but this is
much less likely because the population of X 'Xg (U" &0)
molecules is very small compared with the population of

X'Xg (v =0) molecules. Each time a ground-state mole-
cule X 'Xs+(u" =0) is raised to the cq 'X+„state by absorp-
tion of a c&~X (U', 0}photon, the excited molecule c4 has
a probability of decaying to the a 'III state or some other
vibrational level U" (U" & 0) of X 'Xz+. This absorption
and decay process effectively enhances the emission rate
per unit length of the beam for the c4 ~X (U" & 0) and the
c4 ~a bands and reduces the emission rate for the c& ~X
(0,0) band. Qualitatively we would expect that in our ap-
paratus (see Fig. 2) as the target gas pressure is decreased,
the mean distance I traveled by a c4 —+X (0,0) photon be-
fore absorption would increase and consequently the radi-
al extent (perpendicular to XX') of the emitting region of
the gas would increase. Experimentally, we found the op-
posite. The radial extent of the emitting region became
smaller as we lowered the pressure. These results, which
are shown in Fig. 11, were obtained by placing a slit of
width w=0.83 mm directly in front of the monochroma-
tor entrance slit and translating this slit up and down (per-
pendicular to plane of Fig. 3}. The long direction of slit w

is parallel to the plane of Fig. 3. In this way, we could
sample the optical emission at different distances from the
axis XX' of the electron gun. The three profiles shown in
Fig. 11 were obtained at E=70 CV and I=200 pA. At
pressures of 10, 1, and 0.1 mTorr the FWHM of the inten-
sity profiles is 2.3, 1.3, and 0.9 times the diameter (2.4
II1I11) of tllc Rpcltlll'c 1I1 clcctro11-gllll clclllcllt 7 (scc Flg. 2).
The aperture in element 7 is the smallest aperture in the
electron gun. We observed very similar intensity profiles
and pressure effects on this profile for the case of
B X+„~8 IIg and C II„~B IIg emission which is
unaffected by radiation trapping. We attribute the reduc-
tion in radius of the emitting region as the pressure is
lowered, primarily to a reduction in the flux of electrons
scattered out of the beam. Thus it appears that the mean
free path I for the extreme uv c& —+X (0,0) photons in the
pressure range 0.1—10 mTorr, must be very short with
respect to the observed change in radius of the emitting
region over the same pressure range (i.e., I «2 mm), so
that we simply do not see the associated expansion of the
radius of the emitting region as we lower the pressure.

We investigated the energy dependence of the c4~a
signal using both the (0,0) and (0,4) bands. For the (0,0)
band, the energy dependence of the optical emission was
determined from the difference of the total signal Ic4 ~a
(0,0) +background] measured at position a (Fig. 9) and
the background signal measured at position b. This
excitation-function measurement was made using pres-
suI"cs of 1, 4, and 5 mTorr Rnd corrcspond1ng passband d1-
mensions (centered on position a) of 2 A FWHM triangu-
lar, 4.6 A FWHM trapezoidal (shown in Fig. 9), and 2 A
FTHM triangular, respectively. The resulting curves,
each normalized to 1ts maximum, wcl'c 1n very good aglcc"
ment with each other, with the maximum difference be-
tween the curves being less than 5% at any energy from
threshold to 200 CV. This indicates that the energy depen-
dence of the c4.~a signal is practically pressure indepen-
dent for @&5 mTorr, even though the pressure depen-
dence, at fixed energy, is decidedly nonlinear for p&0. 1

mTorr. See Fig. 10. As already mentioned, the N+ line
at 2823.635 A makes at most a 3—4% contribution to the
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probably quite small, since the polarization determined by
Ref. 6 for the c4 —+X (0,0) and (0, 1) bands was a max-
imum of -6% near threshold and decreased to -0% at
150 eV. Our correction function Z(H) [see Eq. (7)] for
the c4 ~a (0,0) band has a value Z=1.04 at a polarization
of 6%.

The c4~a excitation function data (Fig. 12) were con-
verted to absolute values by measuring, at 200 eV, the ab-
solute magnitude of the (0,0) and (0,4) band optical-
emission cross sections. Here we again used Eq. (7) and
the same general procedures described in Sec. III. These
absolute cross-section measurements were made at a
manometer pressure of p= 1 mTorr and a beam current
I=200 pA (signal was proportional to I). We corrected
for the deviation of the c4 —+a signal from linearity with
pressure [see Fig. 10(a)] by reducing the cross-section mea-
surements by a factor of 0.679. This factor is the ratio, at
p= 1 mTorr, of the dashed curve of Fig. 10(a) to the solid
curve, where the solid curve is the least-squares-fitted
quadratic polynomial representation of the background-
corrected c4 —+a (0,0) signal-versus-pressure measurements
over the range 0—1 mTorr, and the dashed line is the
linear part of the quadratic polynomial. We determined
the absolute magnitude, at 200 eV, of the other cross sec-
tions of the c4~a (O,U") sequence using the measured
(0,0) and (0,4) band cross sections at 200 eV and the
measured branching ratios I p„.. Q,„,(0,U" )

=
2 [(I"p,-/I pp)Q, ~~(0,0)+(I p„ /I o4)Q,~,(0,4)] for U"

=1,2, 3,5. The absolute optical-emission cross sections
determined in this way at 200 eV were then scaled up to
correspond to their maximum values by multiplying the
values at 200 eV by the average ratio [Q,„/Q(200 eV)]
given by (0,0) and (0,4) band data of Fig. 12.

The branching ratios I'o, for the bands of the c4~a
(O,u") sequence were also determined at 200 eV and a
beam current of I=200 pA, but at a pressure of 6.5
mTorr in order to increase the precision of measurement.
Although the signals were then definitely not proportional
to pressure [see Fig. 10(b)], the spectral scans of the bands
were all made under the same conditions of energy, pres-
sure, and current so that cross-section ratios determined
from these data will not be affected by the nonlinearity
with pressure, since the cross sections all correspond to
the same upper level. From the energy-level data in Ref.
15 for c4 'X+(U =0) and a 'IIs(v"), we expect the c4~a
(0,6} and (0,7) band heads to be at -3877 and -4117 A,
respectively. The predicted location of the (0,6) band is
completely overlapped by the very intense N2+ first nega-
tive (1,1) band, so that we could not make any c4 ~a (0,6)
band measurements. At the predicted location of the (0,7)
band we found no significant signal. Thus, in calculating
the c4 —+a branching ratios we have, with negligible error,
taken Qp~, (0,7) =0 and have made a linear extrapolation
with respect to U" of the (0,4) and (0,5) band relative in-
tensity data to obtain an approximation for the (0,6} band
relative intensity. %e expect this procedure to give more
accurate values for the branching ratios I o,- for U" & 6.

In Table II we give our experimental values for the
maximum c4~a optical-emission cross sections and the
corresponding branching ratios, along with our error esti-
mates for these quantities. In Fig. 13 are shown our nor-
malized c4 —+a (0,0) band data (also shown in Fig. 12) in a
QE-vs-lnE plot. Figure 13 shows that above -85 eV
these (0,0) band data have a dependence on incident elec-
tron energy which is well described by the form
(C1/E)ln(E/C2), where C& and C2 are constants. When

TABLE II. Maximum optical-emission cross sections and branching ratios as determined in this work for bands of the
c4 'X+„(u'=0)—+a 'Hg(U") system of N2, along with our error estimates for these experimental values.

Ng

(O, v")

(0,0)
(0,'1)

(0,'2)

(0,3)
(0,4)
(0,'5)

Band head
wavelength'

(A)

2827. 1

2967.0
3118.6
3283.3
3463.3
3661.1

Maximum optical-emission
cross section

Q,pt(0, v")
(10—20 cm )

130
3.16'
2.23'
1.550

0 90"
0.59'

Estimated
error' in

cross section
(%)

12
19
19
22
12
22

Branching
ratio
r„-

0.134
0 315'
0.223'
0.155g

0.087"
0.058'

Estimated
error' in

branching ratio
(%)

16
16
16
19
16
19

'Reference 15, p. 220.
In this work, maximum c4 —+a signal occurred at 78.5+5 eV. See Fig. 12. The (0,0) and (0,4) band cross sections were determined at

200 eV from knowledge of all quantities in Eq. (7). The other four cross sections Q,p, (O, U") for p" =1,2,3,5 were determined at 200
eV from Q,~,(0 p ) = 2 [(Ip„"/I pp)Q ~t(0 0)+(I p„"/I p4)Q, p, (0,4)]. The maximum cross-section values listed in Table II were deter-

mined by multiplying the cross-section values at 200 eV by the factor (0.8185), where 0.8185 is the average ratio (Q/Q, „)at 200
eV, as given by the (0,0) and (0,4) band curves of Fig. 12.
'This figure obtained by adding in quadrature the estimated errors from all sources.
Corrected for overlapping by second positive (3,0) and Kaplan second (1,6) bands, and N+ line 2s 2p 4p 'P ~2s 2p 'P at 2823.635 A.

'Corrected for overlapping by second positive (4,2), (3,1), and (2,0) bands.
Corrected for overlapping by second positive (3,2) band.
Corrected for overlapping by first negative (4,2) and (5,3) bands.

"Corrected for contamination by unidentified atomic line at 3448.2 A.
Corrected for overlapping by second positive (3,5) band and unidentified atomic lines at 3636.4, 3641.6, 3643.7, 3651.3, and 3652.3 A.
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FIG. 13. QE-vs-lnE plot of the c4~a (0,0) band optical-
emission cross-section data of the present work, normalized to
their maximum value Q,„. These data are also shown as a
smooth curve in Fig. 12. Above about 85 eV these c4 ~a (0,0)
band data shown in Fig. 13 are well described by the form

Q,„,=(C~/E)ln(E/C2) where Ct and C2 are constants, with

C2 ——34.61 eV.

plotted in this way, our (0,4) band data above —100 eV
are also very well described by this form, with same C2
value as for the (0,0) band data (see Table III). This
asymptotic form of energy dependence is also expected on
theoretical grounds' for the optically allowed and spin-
allowed transition X 'Xz ~c4 'X„ induced by electron im-
pact.

V. DISCUSSION

A. D 3X+(v =0)

The only band system reported in the literature for radi-
ative decay of the D X„+ state of N2 is the D X+„~B IIg
fourth positive band system. ' Spectroscopic analysis of
this band system indicates only one bound vibrational lev-
el for D X~+, and it has been assigned to u=O. Thus since
the shape of the potential energy curve associated with the
D X„+ state is not presently known, we can show only a
single vibrational level in Fig. 1(a). However, the rotation-
al constant Bo obtained by Gero and Schmid' from a ro-
tational analysis of the (0,1) and (0,2) bands yields a value
of 1.10 A for the equilibrium internuclear spacing

r, (D X+„), which turns out to be almost coincident with
the r, of 1.098 A for the N2 X 'Xs ground state, and so in
Fig. 1(a) we have positioned the u=O level of DsX+„

directly over the u=0 level of X 'Xx. The spectroscopic
data for the D~B system places the D X„+(u =0) level
12.84 eV above the X 'Xg (u =0) level. '

1. Comparison with other experimental results

Our D X+~B sIIs optical-emission excitation-function
data exhibit three noteworthy features (see Fig. 7): a pri-
mary maximum at 14.1+0.3 eV, a smaller secondary max-
imum (83%%uo of primary maximum) at -23 eV, and a
dependence on incident electron energy E which goes as
E for E~ 65 eV. In Fig. 7 we compare our results with
those of other investigators for the energy dependence of
the D~B emission. The experimental data of Refs. 7 and
8 and that of the present work show some qualitative
agreement in that they all exhibit two maxima, but a de-
tailed quantitative comparison shows them not to be in
good agreement. Reference 8 places the primary max-
imum at —17.5 eV and assigns an absolute magnitude of
1.25&10 ' cm at maximum for the D X~+ state cross
section. This value is a factor of 10 larger than the value
we report in Table I for the sum of the D +B optic—al-
emission cross sections. Also, the curve of Ref. 8 is al-
rnost independent of energy for E& 25 eV, a result which
".ontrasts strongly with what generally occurs for a spin-
forbidden transition induced by electron impact. Since
virtually no experimental datail is given in Ref. 8, we will
not discuss possible reasons for the disagreement between
their data and ours.

The relative intensity measurements of Ref. 7 were
made at a pressure of -0.005 mTorr, so that the disagree-
ment between our data and those of Ref. 7 with respect to
the energy dependence of the D~B intensity is almost
certainly not due to any nonlinearity of the signal with
pressure. We believe that the differences between the Ref.
7 curve and ours (see Fig. 7) may be due to three causes:
(i) large spectral passband, (ii) large spread in incident
electron energies, and (iii) scattered light background.

(i) As already mentioned in Sec. III, our data for the en-

ergy dependence of the D~B (0, 1) band intensity were ob-
tained using a triangular passband of FWHM &4 A. We
determined by higher-resolution investigation (EA, &1 A

TABLE III. Values of the parameter C2, obtained by least-squares fitting the form C&ln(E/C2) to a
plot of QE vs lnE for the available experimental and theoretical works on electron-impact excitation of
the c4 'X+„state of N2.

Data

X~c4, calculation
X—+c4, calculation
c~ ~X (0,1)
c,'~x (o,o)
c4 —+a (0,0)
c4~a (0,0)
c4 —+a (0,4)
c4~X (O,O) and (O, 1)

Range of data fitted
(eV)

80—150
100—1000
60—2000

100—225
100—2000
85—440

100—440
120—300

Source

Reference 23
Reference 20
Reference 4
Reference 5

Reference 4
Present work
Present work
Reference 6

C2
(eV)

20.73
27.67
27.89
28.13
30.82
34.61
35.13
40.36
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0

FWHM) that a triangular passband of 4 A FWHM at po-
sition a (Fig. 5) is the largest such passband which will
pick up a negligible amount of signal from the (0,0) band
of the y 'IIs ~w b,„Kaplan second band system.
Reference 7 used a 25 A FWHM passband and, as Fig. 5

shows, a passband of this size positioned to maximize the
D~B (0,1) band signal would also include a significant
contribution from the Kaplan second (0,0) band. In a
separate measurement, we found the Kaplan second (0,0)
band has two maxima, one at —15.3 eV and another at
—18.3 eV. Inclusion of the Kaplan second (0,0) band sig-
nal will therefore tend to fill in the minimum region in the
D +B si—gnal (Fig. 7).

(ii) Second, in Ref. 7 it is stated that the data indicate
an electron energy spread somewhat greater than 1 eV and
a significant number of secondary electrons. Although we
are not sure whether this energy spread of greater than 1

eV refers to the FWHM or the FWAB of the electron en-

ergy distribution, in either case the main effect of increas-
ing the electron energy spread would be to make the prin-
cipal maximum more rounded and smaller with respect to
the secondary maximum. As mentioned in Sec. III we es-
timate an electron energy spread of &0.5 eV FWAB for
the electron beam used in the work we report here.

(iii) In Ref. 7 there was no mention of background
correction to the excitation function. If a background
correction was not made in Ref. 7, we can see another
source of discrepancy between the results of Ref. 7 and
ours. As explained in Sec. III, our data shown in Fig. 7
for the energy dependence of the D~B (0,1) band intensi-
ty were obtained as the difference of the signals at posi-
tions a and b of Fig. 5 in order to account for the energy-
dependent background caused by light scattered within the
monochromator. With a passband of 4 A FWHM, the
background signal at b, as a percent of the total signal at
position a, had values of -6% at 14 eV, —10% at 18 eV,
-8% at 24 eV, and —16% at 40 eV. See inset curve b of
Fig. 5. Because the scattered light rejection of the 0.25-m
monochromator used in Ref. 7 is not as good as that for
the instrument used in the present work, we would expect
the background to have been an even larger fraction of the
total signal than in the present work, and consequently,
neglect of a background subtraction could have led to a
significant contamination of the excitation function.

2. Maxima in the D —+8 optical-emission
excitation function

The secondary maximum at -23 eV in our D~B
optical-emission excitation function (Fig. 7) can be inter-
preted either as due to a cascade contribution to the
D X+„(v =0) state population or as a feature peculiar to
the direct electron-impact-excitation of the D X+(v =0)
state, or perhaps as some combination of these two possi-
bilities. In their lifetime study of the D X+(v =0) state,
using the D~B (0,3) band, Kurzweg et al. " found that
the intensity decay could be described by a simple ex-
ponential with 14-nsec decay constant. The decay mode
was found to be independent of the incident electron ener-
gy. ' This finding almost completely rules out cascade as
an explanation for the secondary maximum except for the
very remote possibility that the cascading levels have the

same lifetime as the D X„+(v =0) state. We believe that
the maximum at -23 eV is most likely a characteristic of
the direct X~D electron-impact excitation. The much
narrower maximum at 14.1 eV may also be an intrinsic
feature of direct D X+„(v =0) excitation or, it may be due
to population of D(v =0) via decay of a nearby resonance
state. This possibility should be considered, since the
available data' indiate a Feshbach-type resonance at
14.12 eV.

3. Apparent cross section for D X„+(v=O) state

The D~B optical-emission cross-section measurements
we report here are for only one of the possible band sys-
tems arising from decay of the D state. The only other
known state of N2 to which the D X+„state could make
an optically allowed transition is the E Xs state [see Fig.
l(a)]. We have found no report in the literature for the
D —+E band system, which would occur with wavelengths
in the vicinity of 13500 A. The large ratio of energy
differences between the D and B and the D and E states
(5.47 eV and 0.94 eV, respectively) will tend to favor the
D~B transition probabilities over those for D~E by a
factor of (5.47/0. 94) =200. However, this could possibly
be significantly offset by larger electronic transition mo-
ment and Franck-Condon factors for the D +E transi—tion.
In the absence of knowledge of the relative D~B and
D~E intensity, we can say that the sum of our measured
D~B optical-emission cross sections (see Table I) is a
lower bound to the apparent D X+ state cross section,
given by the first group of terms in Eq. (4).

4. Comparison with theoretical calculation

A theoretical calculation of the direct X—+D excitation
cross section has been reported by Chung and Lin.
Their cross section refers to electronic excitation at the
equilibrium internuclear distance of the X 'Xs state, and,
to a good approximation, is related to the direct excitation
cross section for the D X„+(v =0) state by the X~D (0,0)
Franck-Condon factor. In Fig. 7 we compare the energy
dependence of our experimental results for the D~B (0,1)
band cross section with the energy dependence of the
theoretical direct X~D cross section of Ref. 20. It is
reasonable to make this comparison because, as we have
already argued, any cascade contribution to the D state
population is probably very small, and so the experimental
energy dependence of the D (v =0)~B intensity should be
the same as the energy dependence of the cross section for
direct excitation of the D(v =0) level. This calculation in
Ref. 20 exhibits only one comparatively broad maximum
at 18 eV, a result which is distinctly different from the ex-
perimental results of the present work and those of Ref. 7.
The generalized oscillator strength F(K) calculated in
Ref. 20 for 3os~(3p)o„ transitions (appropriate for cal-
culation of the X'Xs+~D X„+ cross sections) is unusual,
in that it has two maxima. This is shown in Fig. 14,
which is an adaptation of Fig. 3 of Ref. 20. The two max-
ima in F(K) suggest that two maxima in the calculated
cross section might result if the second maximum in F(K)
were smaller with respect to the first maxirnurn at E=O.
Since this function F(K) is determined only by the initial
and final states, and it was found to be fairly insensitive to
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broad maximum in the vicinity of 80 eV, and for E& 110
eV, Q,„,(c4 ~a)=(CI/E)ln(E/C2).

-3
1O o o.s r,o &.s 2.0

K(a. u.)

FIG. 14. Generalized oscillator strength F(A ) for the
3og~(3p)g„ transition, appropriate to electron-impact excita-
tion of the N2 D X+ state. Values shown here were obtained by
multiplying the Go„(X) function calculated by Ref. 20 (and
shown in Fig. 3 of Ref. 20), by the energy difference AE
(=0.4719 hartree) between X 'Xg+(U =0) and D X+(u =0). Solid
line, dots, and dashed line correspond to the three wave function
sets (i), (ii), and (iii), respectively, of Ref. 20. Only the function
used to represent the N2 X 'Xg ground state is different in each
calculation.

variations in the wave function used to represent the N2
ground state X Xg, this suggests that a more accurate D
state wave function might bring the calculation and exper-
iment into closer agreement with regard to the energy
dependence of the cross section. We are aware of only one
other theoretical calculation of the direct X~D cross sec-
tion, viz. , that of Cartwright. The energy dependence of
this calculated cross section of Ref. 21 (not shown in Fig.
7 here) also exhibits only a single maximum at —17.5 eV,
and is very similar to that of Ref. 20. Since only one
bound vibrational level for the D X„+ state has been ob-
served, it is difficult to obtain a reliable Franck-Condon
factol' fol tllc X~D (0,0) tlRIlsltloll. Fol' this reason, wc
are unable to compare the absolute magnitude of the cal-
culations of Refs. 20 and 21 with the experimental results
of the present work for the D(0)~B optical-emission
cross section.

5. Comparison ofD +Band C—+B—optical emission-
cro$$ Sect10n$

Our measured maximum optical-emission cross section
for the D~B band system is less than 0.3% of the max-
imum optical-emission cross section determined by Jobe,
Sharpton, and St. John for the C II„—+8 Hg second
positive band. system of N2 which also reaches a max-
imum at —14 cV. Thus the D X+„~8 Hg fourth posi-
ti,ve band system contribution to the 8 state population is
negligible in comparison with the C II„—+S IIg second
positive band system contribution. This also shows that
the indirect D state contribution to the metastable A X+„

state population via D~B~A is negligible with respect
to the C—+8~A contribution.

B. e4 '2+{v =0)

Our experimental Icsults for the cIlcrgy dcpcndcncc of
thc c4~Q intensity Rfc chalactcrizcd by a slnglc, very

Comparison of energy dependence of c4 ~a emission

upwith other experimental work and with theoretical calculation

In Fig. 12 we compare our data for the energy depen-
dence of the c~~a (0,0) and (0,4) band optical-emission
cross section with the experimental results of Refs. 5 and
6, in which the c4~X (O,u") bands were used. We also
show the energy dependence of the cross section for direct
electron-impact excitation of all levels of the c~ state, as
calculated by Chung and Lin and by Hazi. Each set of
data shown in Flg. 12 has been nofmal1zcd to 1ts max-
imum value. The data of Refs. 5 and 6 and that of the
present work should all exhibit precisely the same energy
dependence since they all correspond to decay of a corn-
mon upper level, c4, 'X+„(U =0). As Fig. 12 shows, howev-

er, there are some disagreements between our experimental
results and those of Refs. 5 and 6. The data of both Refs.
5 and 6 reach a maximum near 71 CV, while our c4~a
(0,0) band data have a maximum near 83 eV. Our
disagreement with the results of the other investigators for
the location of the maximum may be duc to errors made
in our background subtraction since our c4 —+a (0,4) band
data, also shown in Fig. 12, reach a maximum near 75 CV.
Of the experimental data, that of Ref. 6 and the (0,0) band
data of the present work show the closest agreement.

Each curve in Fig. 12 [and also the data of Ref. 4 for
c4, ~X (0,1), which are not shown in Fig. 12] exhibits, at
higher energies, an energy dependence described by the
form (C, /E)ln(E/C2), where C, and CI are constants.
This form has also been derived theoretically. In the
theoretical derivation, the parameter C2 is determined
only by the functional dependence on K of the generalized
oscillator strength F(E), and the energy difference be-
tween the initial and final molecular states. In Fig. 13 we
illustrate how the c4~a (0,0) band data of the present
work reach this asymptotic form of energy dependence,
and we give in Table III the value of the constant Cq
which we have derived from each of the available experi-
mental and theoretical ~orks. As Table III shows, our
data for the c4 ~a (0,0) and (0,4) bands are self-
consistent, in that the values of the constant Cz obtained
f'rom these data are within +0.3 eV of their mean value.
The values of C2 obtained from the data of Refs. 4 and 5
and the calculation of Ref. 20, which differ from their
mean value by no more than +0.2 CV, have a mean value
which is 7 CV smaller than the mean value of C2 obtained
from our data. The smallest and largest values of C2 are
given by the calculation of Ref. 23 and the data of Ref. 6,
Icspcctlvcly. Since cascade contr 1butlons to thc populR-
tion of c4 'X+„(U =0) can alter the constants in the asymp-
totic form (Cl/E)ln(E/Cq) describing the energy depen-
dence of emission from the e4(U =0) state, then one must
be careful in comparing the C& values obtained from ex-
perimental data, with the values obtained from theoretical
calculations of the direct X—+c4 cross section. However,
if the form (CI/E)ln(E/Cq) truly describes the energy
dependence of the emission from c4 (U =0) at higher ener-
glcs, tllcll dIffcrcnccs II1 slope of tllc QE-vs-lllE plots al'c
expected because of differences in scaling of the data, but
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all the experimental data should yield the same value for
the intercept Cz, in the QE-vs-lnE plots. We have not
found a plausible explanation for the variety of Cq values
given by the experimental data.

2. Comparison ofcs (0)~a and c4 (0)~X
optical-emission cross sections

From the sum of our measured optical-emission cross
sections for the cq 'X+„~a 'IIg(O, u") bands (see Table II)
and the absolute cross sections for the cq —+X (0,0) and
(0,1) bands measured by Refs. 5 and 4, respectively, we ob-
tain an upper bound of I & 0.006 for the
cq 'X+„(u =0)~a 'II optical branching ratio [i.e.,
I )0.994 for c& 'X„(v =0)~X'Xg+]. In this estimated
upper bound for the c4(0)—+a branching ratio, we are ig-
noring the c&(0)~a" branching, where a" 'Xg is the only
other known singlet state to which c4 X„can decay.
The band system arising from the transition
c&

'X~+ —+a " 'Xg+ (this is the singlet analog of the
D X+„~E Xg system) will occur with wavelengths in the
vicinity of 1.8 pm. See Fig. 1(b). We have found no re-
port in the literature for this band system and just as in
the case of the D~E system we expect such a system to
be very weak with respect to the e&~a system. Thus
since the c4 —+a optical-emissj. on cross sections are so
small with respect to the c~ —+X cross sections, taking into
account the probably even smaller c4 ~a" optical-
emission cross sections will make no significant change in
the estimate of the c~ —+a branching ratio.

3. Effect of c4 (u =0)~a IIg cascade
on a IIg ~X emission

The marked nonlinearity in the pressure dependence of
the c4(0)~a emission (see Fig. 10) implies a nonlinear-
with-pressure cascade contribution to the a 'Hg popula-
tion. In a study of electron-impact excitation of bands of
the a 'Hg —+X 'Xg Lyman-Birge-Hopfield system, ' Hol-
land observed nonlinearities with pressure similar to
what we shown in Fig. 10. In Holland's work, the depen-
dence on pressure p of the intensity of the a —+X bands
was fairly well described by the quadratic form ay+by
over the pressure range 0.03 &p & 0.9 mTorr, with signifi-
cant (5/o) deviation from linearity with the pressure being
evident even at p=0. 1 mTorr for emission from the
a 'IIg(u =0) level. The ratio (b/a) of the coefficients de-
pended on the vibrational level u of a 'IIg. It was largest
for emission from a ills(v =0), and decreased for increas-
ing u, with b/a=O for emission from a 'IIg(v =5,6). No
emission was observed from a 'IIg(u) for u&6. Holland
reported that the observed pressure dependence of the
a —+X band intensities, measured at incident electron ener-
gies of 200, 900, and 1800 eV was very similar. Aarts and
DeHeer, who studied the pressure dependence of the
a —+X (2,0) band at 60 and 600 eV found nonlinearity with
pressure also described by the form ap +by, with the ra-
tio (b/a) at 600 eV being about twice as large as at 60 eV.
In their paper, Aarts and DeHeer argued that the cascade
contribution to a 'IIg(u) from the c&~a (O,u) bands is a
probable cause of the complicated deviation from linearity

with pressure seen in the a —+X bands: The relative
amount of cascade contribution to the different vibration-
al levels U of a 'Hg will depend on U because of the dif-
ferent branching ratios I'0, for the c4 —&a (O, v) bands.
The nonlinearity with pressure will have some energy
dependence because the cross sections for direct excitation
of a 'Hg and c4 'X+„have different magnitude and energy
dependence. However, as we show in Table IV, the c4 ~a
(O,u) optical emission alone appears to be too small to ac-
count for all the observed nonlinearity in the pressure
dependence of the a —+X band intensities. In column 4 of
Table IV we show the nonlinearity for the a ~X bands at
900 eV as given by Holland's data (Fig. 5 of Ref. 25).
This nonlinearity is expressed as the ratio (b/a) of the
coefficients in the quadratic form ap+bp describing the
pressure dependence of the integrated band intensities. In
column 5 we give the expected nonlinearity in the a —+X
bands assuming it is due entirely to cascade and e4 —+a
(O,v) 1s the only cascade 1Ilto a IIg(u). Our estimate 1s
based upon the absolute cross-section data of Holland for
the a —+X bands, the c4~a cross-section data of the
present work, and the deviation from linearity with the
pressure over the range 0—1 mTorr for the cq~a emis-
sion as determined in the present work [see Fig. 10(a)].
The nonlinearity in the c&—&a (0,0) band signal-versus-
pressure data of the present work (Fig. 10) is characterized
by a value 0.472 for the coefficient ratio (b/a) Even a.l-
lowing for +20% error in both the cross-section data of
Holland and of the present work, the predicted nonlineari-
ty is never more than 10% of the observed. Also, the non-
linearity in the a~X data is largest for a 'Ilg(u =0),
while we found the c&~a (O,u) cascade largest for v= 1.
If nonlinear-with-pressure cascade into a 'Hg is the sole
muse of the observed nonlinearity with pressure in the
a ~X bands, then the results given in column 5 of Table
IV indicate the existence of a much larger nonlinear-
with-presssure cascade contribution to the a 'H~ levels
than is provided by the c4 —+a (O,u) bands alone. Zipf and
McLaughlin have measured optical-emission cross sec-
tions at 200 eV for bands of the (b', c',e') 'X„—+X 'Xg+ and
(b,c,e, o) 'II„~X 'Xg systems. These valence- and
Rydberg-type states can also branch to the a Hg state.
See Table 20 of Ref. 15. Since these 'X„and 'II„states
are optically connected to the ground state, then we would
expect all the 'X„—+a 'Hg and 'H„—+a 'Hg bands to ex-
hibit nonlinearity with pressure similar to that observed in
the cq~a bands. The measurements of Ref. 5 indicate
that the total optical-emission cross section at 200 eV
(2.2X10 ' cm ) for all the 'X„~Xand 'II„~X transi-
tions of these 'X„and 'H„states which lie between 12.5
and 15 eV, is only twice as large as the optical-emission
cross section for c4 'X+„—+X 'Xg+ (0,0) alone. If we assume
that the vibrational levels of these 'X„and 'H„states have
branching ratios to the a 'Hg state which are close to the
value 0.006 we have determined for the cq (u =0)~a tran-
sitons and if we assume that the X„—+a Hg and
'H„~a 'Hg bands exhibit the same nonlinear pressure
dependence we have observed in the case of the c4~a
(O,u) bands, then this still can explain only a small part of
the observed nonlinear pressure dependence of the a —+X
bands. This discrepancy suggests that the cascade contri-
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TABLE IV. Comparison of observed and predicted nonlinearity in pressure dependence of
a 'III —+X 'Xg+ (U, v') band intensity.

Present work

Q,p, [c4 ~a (O,v) ]'
at 900 eV

(10 cm )

6/a'
at 900 eV
(mTorr ')

Holland, Ref. 25

Q,» [a 'II~( v) ]~

at 900 eV
(10 cm )

Predicted
b/a

at 900 eV
(m Torr-')

0.439
1.069
0.755
0.526
0.303
0.196

5.36
&4.50
21.19
22.81
27.77
28.90

0.647
0.502
0.306
0.163
0.093
0.000

0.036
0.032
0.016
0.011
0.005
0.003

These values were obtained from the c4 ~a optical-emission cross sections of the present work, mea-
sured at 200 eV, and the asymptotic form (C&/E)ln(E/C2) for the energy dependence of the c4 —+a
optical-emission cross sections for E~ 200 eV. In this extrapolation, we have used C2 ——34.87 eV, which
is the average of the C2 values determined in the present work for the c4 ~a (0,0) and (0,4) bands. See
Table III.
Q,»[a 'II~(u)] = g„,Q,~,[a —+X (U, U')] is the apparent cross section for exciting vibrational level U of

a 'IIg. The a~X (U, U') optical-emission cross sections were obtained from Holland*s best value of
(1.1+0.2) &(10 ' cm for exciting the entire a ~X system with 900-eV electrons and the calculated frac-
tions f ~ given in Holland's Table I, i e., Q,~[a ~X (v, U')] = (1.1 && 10 "cm )f„;at 900 eV.
'Nonlinearity in signal-vs-pressure data of Holland for 0~X (v, u') bands at 900 eV, expressed as the
ratio (6/a) of coefficients in the quadratic form ap +by describing the pressure dependence of the data
over the range 0.03 (p (0.9 mTorr. See Fig. 5 of Holland.
Predicted ratio (b/a) assuming the nonlinear-with-pressure c4 ~a (O,U) intensity is the only cascade

source for a 'IIg(v). This predicted ratio is given by (Q,~,[c4 —+a (O,v)] j[Q&;,[a 'II~(u)]+Q,„,[c4 —+a

(O,U)]])(b ja)* where (b ja) =0.4718 characterizes the nonlinearity with pressure in the c4~a (O, v)

emission, as determined in the present work over the pressure range 0 (p & 1 mTorr [see Fig. 10(a)]. In
this calculation we have taken Qz;, [a 'Ilg(v)]=Q, »[a 'IIg(v)] because Q,„,[c4 —+a (O,U)] is small with

respect to Q,»[a 'Ilz(U)]. Compare columns 2 and 3 of Table IV.

bution to a 'IIg from these other 'X„and 'H„states may
be much larger (say 4 or 5 times larger) than the contribu-
tion from c4(u =0)~a alone. This does not seem very
likely, however: Our survey spectral scans of the region
2600—3700 A indicate that the intensities of the other
bands of the 'X„—+a and 'II„~a Gaydon-Herman singlet
systems are smaller collectively, than for the c4(U =0)~a
bands. Since the a 'IIg state is metastable (r=115 msec),
molecule-molecule collisional shortening of the lifetime
may be a more likely source of the pressure nonlinearity in
the a —+X radiation. Further experimental investigation is
needed to clear up this point.

C. Nonlinearities in pressure and current dependence
of the D ~8 and e4 ~a signals

For both the D~B and ed~a signals the deviation
from linearity with the beam current (see Secs. III and IV)
was largest for energies in the vicinity of 30 eV, but in op-
posite senses: As the current was increased at constant ac-
celerating voltage and pressure, the D~B signal increased
less strongly with current and the e4~a signal increased
more strongly with current than expected from a simple
proportional extension of the low-current data. We have
been unable to understand this apparent energy-dependent
nonlinearity in the signal-versus-current data.

The very nonlinear pressure dependence of the emission
from the c4 state we have already discussed in Sec. IV. In
the case of the energy-dependent nonlinear pressure

dependence of the D~B signal (see Fig. 6) we offer the
following speculative and qualitative explanation: At a
given accelerating voltage, pressure, and total current
I =(Is+I9+I» ), the flux of electrons through the
viewed region about point I' (Fig. 2) will consist of an ap-
proximately monoenergetic component of electrons which
have traveled from the cathode K to I' without making a
collision, plus a smaller component consisting of electrons
which have made one or more inelastic collisions before
reaching I' or have been inelastically backscattered after
traveling past I'. Electrons ejected in ionizing collisions
(both to left and to right of I') will also contribute to the
flux through the region about I'. Experimental evidence
supports this picture. The current to electron-gun element
8 (see Fig. 2) must be collected almost entirely by the sur-
face of element 8 which faces into the interior of the Fara-
day cup formed by elements 9 and 11, because the other
side of element 8 is masked by element 7. This masking
of element 8 by element 7 means that the current I8
should have no direct contribution from the primary beam
and thus will be due mainly to backscattered and ejected
electrons from the region to the right of element 8 in Fig.
2. There could be a contribution to Is from positive ions
N2+ and N+ produced by dissociative excitation of N2,
but Is is found to be negative (in the sense of electron flow
to element 8) so that the electron contribution dominates.
Individual measurements of the currents show that the
current I8 increases with pressure at constant current I
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and energy, and Is ccI at constant energy (E&20 eV) and
constant pressure (p & 5 mTorr). At fixed current I and
pressure, I8 decreases as we raise the energy. For exam-
ple, at /=10.00 pA and @=3 mTorr, I8 ——0.60 pA at 15
eV, Is ——0.55 pA at 25 eV, and I8 ——0.48 pA at 50 eV. %C
suppose this smaller, pressure-dependent component of
the electron flux to have an energy distribution strongly
favoring low energies. As we raise the energy, the D~B
intensity due to direct excitation of the D state by the pri-
mary colrlpoIlcllt of tllc clcct1'011 flux decreases quickly
with energy for E&25 eV (see Fig. 7), and the D~B sig-
nal due to excitation of the D state by the pressure-
dependent low-energy component of the flux becomes an
increasing fraction of the total D~B signal because the
low-energy electrons are much more effective in exciting
the D state. In this way then, a given deviation of the
D +B s—ignal from proportional dependence on pressure
would occuf at, 10&el prcssure as wc la1sc thc cncrgy.

VI. SUMMARY

Production of the D 'X+(U =0)~B 'Ils fourth positive
band system by electron-impact excitation of N2 mole-
cules in the X'Xs+(u =0) ground state has three charac-
fertstlc fcatlllcs: A pl tnctpR1 maximum at 14.1+0.3 cV
where the D (u =0)~B optical-emission cross section
reaches a value 1.3 && 10 ' cm, a smaller maximum (83%
of principal maximum) at 23 eV, and an E energy
dependence for incident electron energies E& 65 CV. The
D —+8 radiation is unpolarized. Significant radiative cas-
cade contribution to the D X„(U =0) state population is
very unlikely. The maximum at -23 eV is most likely a
characteristic feature of the X 'Xs (v =0)~D X+„(U =0)
cross section. The narrower maximum at —14.1 eV may
also be an intrinsic feature of the X~D excitation or, it
may be due to population of D (u =0) via decay of a reso-
nance. The two maxima in the D—+8 optical-emission

cross section contrast markedly ~jth the existing theoret1-
cal calculations for the direct X~D cross section, which
exhibit only a single maximum. Additionally, the results
of the present work show that the cascade contribution of
the D X+„state to the population of the 8 Ilg and the
metastable A X+ states of Nz via D~B and D~B~A,
respectively, is quite small (&0.3%) with respect to the
contribution from the NI C II„state via C—+B and
C~B—+A.

Production of the c4 'X+„(U =0)—+a 'IIs Gaydon-
Herman singlet system by electron-impact excitation of
Nz molecules in the X'Xs+(U =0) ground state is charac-
terized by a single very broad maximum near 80 eV,
where the c4, (U =0)~a optical-emission cross section
reaches a value 1.0)&10 ' cm; for Ep 110 eV, the ener-

gy dependence of the c4(U =0)~a optical-emission cross
section is described by the form (CI/E)ln(E/C2), where

C~ and Cq are constants. Target gas densities correspond-
1ng to pfcssufcs & O. l mTorf must bc used to avoid sig-
nificant nonlinearity with pressure in the c4(U =0)~a
signal caused by trapping of c4 ~X (0,0) band radiation.
The c4(U =0)—+a optical branching ratio is very small
(&0.006) compared with the c4(U =0)~X branching ra-
tio (~0.994). The results of the present work also show
that the pressure-enhanced cascade contribution from the
c4(U =0)~a bands to the population of a 'Ilz molecules
can explain only a very small part ( —10%) of the ob-
served nonlinearity vvith pressure in the a —+X Lyman-
Birge-Hopfield bands.
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