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Multibody Photoproduction between 2 and 16 GeV*
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The SLAC 2.2-m streamer chamber has been used to study photoproduction from hydrogen with a 16-
GeV bremsstrahlung beam. The use of a single-hadron trigger permitted a study from 2 to 16 GeV which
included photoproduction of the A** and of the vector mesons p, w, and ¢. The sample reported here repre-
sents 87 000 pictures containing 7055 hadronic events of which about 2500 were above 5 GeV. Interesting
aspects of the data are the dominance of p°® production in the three-prong topology at high energies, the
diffraction character of high-energy p° production, the clear indication of the transversality of the p° spin
orientation, and the apparent interference between the resonant 7z~ (p% production and a nonresonant
background. Tests of the vector-dominance model are described, including a comparison of total photo-
production cross sections derived from our data with those obtained elsewhere by direct measurements.

I. INTRODUCTION

N studies of multibody photoproduction, the prob-
lems of accidental coincidences and of aperture
biases make it desirable, and in some cases even essen-
tial, to use a large-solid-angle detection system. The
accidentals problem is accentuated at machines, such
as linear accelerators, which have a small duty cycle.
While our group at SLAC was working on the design of
a large-solid-angle detector, we learned of the successful
operation of streamer chambers by Alikhanian ef al.
and Chikovani ef al.2 and decided to develop a very large
streamer chamber magnet system to yield approxi-
mately 4x detection efficiency for photoproduction
events. This article is a report on the first experiment
performed with the SLAC 2-m streamer chamber.

The experimental setup is indicated in Figs. 1 and 2.
The streamer chamber was located in the 1-m-high
X 2-m-diam gap of a 450-ton electromagnet. A colli-
mated low-intensity bremsstrahlung beam (~150
equivalent quanta per pulse, 180 pulses per sec) less
than % cm in diameter passed through a 1.25-cm-diam
tube of 50-u wall thickness containing hydrogen gas
pressurized to 4 atm absolute and mounted in the upper
half of the neon-helium volume. Hadronic events were
detected by an array of scintillation counters located
on the beam-exit side of the magnet, and photographs
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of the triggered chamber were taken in three-camera
stereo through the open upper pole of the magnet.

In the experiment reported here 87 000 pictures were
taken containing 7055 hadronic events in a large
number of channels. About 2500 of these were above
5 GeV, but a significant fraction had one or more
neutral particles and were difficult to analyze. Pre-
liminary results of the analysis of this experiment have
been reported earlier.?

II. EXPERIMENTAL APPARATUS
A. Streamer Chamber

Momentum resolution of a few percent is necessary
for reasonable kinematic fitting and mass determination
at high energies, while the accuracy expected of a
streamer track is of the order 0.5 mm in real space.
These considerations led to the design and construction
of a chamber having a sensitive volume 2 m long, 1.5 m
wide, and 60 cm deep with an electrode structure 4 m
long, 3 m wide, and 70 cm deep. Streamer formation
requires electric fields of about 20 kV/cm and 10-nsec
duration; the chamber described here requires pulses of
600 kV lasting less than the transit time from one end
of the chamber to the other. The production and
application of such a pulse was our most serious tech-
nical problem.

In a streamer chamber one is attempting to produce
a series of small streamers about 1 mm in diameter and
5-10 mm long centered on the original particle path.
When a high-voltage pulse is applied to a neon-helium
volume through which an ionizing particle has passed,
ion multiplication occurs, and a Townsend avalanche is
formed by electrons cascading in the direction of the
positive high-voltage plate. When the ion density and
rate of jon formation are sufficiently high, photo-
ionization becomes the dominant process, and streamer
formation occurs at both ends of the ionized region. It
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is during the streamer formation stage that appreciable
light is produced ; since streamers grow at a rate of order
1 mm/nsec, as compared with 1 mm/10 nsec for
avalanches, the pulse duration is critical, and pulses of
order 10 nsec are required.

As suggested by Chikovani ef al.,? the problem of
producing a high-voltage pulse of short duration is best
handled by separating the high-voltage-generator and
pulse-shaping functions. In our case, the high voltage
was produced by a 17-gap 34-stage Marx generator?
rated at 1.3 MV when charged to 4-40 kV. The output
with ~150-nsec charging time was used to charge the
intermediate electrode of a Blumlein line. Near the
peak of the Marx pulse, the Blumlein spark gap broke
down by overvoltage, producing a pulse of 4-nsec rise-
time. The duration ~10 nsec of the Blumlein pulse was
twice the transit time of the charging element in oil and
could be varied by substituting charging elements of
different length. The virtue of the Blumlein, as com-
pared with other pulse-shaping networks, is that it
produces a ‘“rectangular” pulse with the full charging
voltage. The use of a single gap in the Blumlein, instead
of the 17 gaps of the Marx generator, permits a small
inductance and hence a fast rise. In practice, the
generator was charged to about £20 kV, and the
Blumlein pulse was then about 600 kV.

As indicated in Figs. 1 and 2, the Blumlein pulse was
applied to a central electrode separating the upper and
lower 30-cm gaps of the streamer chamber. The outer
electrodes were at ground potential and were joined at
the sides to make an enclosed-line configuration which
reduced the otherwise large amount of rf radiation from
the fast pulse. Since the electrode dimensions were
comparable with the product of pulse duration times
velocity, the chamber was driven as a transmission line
and was terminated with a distributed impedance
of 23 Q.

In the visible region of the chamber the three elec-
trodes consisted of stainless-steel wires 0.25 mm in
diameter and spaced about 5 mm apart. The neon-
helium gas was contained in cells with polyurethane
walls and top and bottom windows of 2-mil Mylar. The
streamer chamber developments at SLAC are described
in detail in a SLAC report and have been summarized
in various conference proceedings.$
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B. Camera System

A major problem in the use of streamer chambers is
that very little light is emitted. This is coupled to the
fact that the chambers do not saturate since they are
not loaded by streamers. As a result, special film with
high acutance and sensitivity to neon light is required.
In the experiment reported here, Kodak special-order
S0O-340 film was used with Zeiss Planar lenses and with
lens apertures of F2. A demagnification of 70 yielded a
reasonable depth of field and allowed us to use a 35-mm
sprocketed-film format.

Events were photographed by three cameras mounted
4m above the chamber with vertical lens axes and a
stereo angle of 18°. For the F2 lens apertures, vignetting
occurred at about this angle. The locations of events in
the magnetic field were determined with the aid ‘of 25
fiducials on a marble plate pinned to the lower magnet
pole and two upper fiducials supported by granite beams
attached to the four vertical flux-return columns of the
magnet. Figures 5 and 6 show typical photographs.

C. Magnet

The magnet was designed to allow access to the field
region from all sides. There was no upper pole, so that
the chamber could be viewed and photographed from
above. Seven double coils were installed above the 1-m
magnet gap and three around the lower pole tip to
produce an approximately symmetric field. The coils
were formed of 2.5X3.75-cm copper tubing wrapped
with fiber glass and vacuum-impregnated with Epoxy
to form double pancakes.

Each of the top and bottom plates of the magnet was
laminated from two separable plates weighing less than
50 tons each to facilitate assembly and later modifica-
tion. The magnet weighed approximately 450 tons of
which 50 tons were the coils. The entire detection
system, including magnet, streamer chamber and drive
system, cameras, trigger counters, and fast electronics,
was assembled as a unit outside of the beam line and
was moved into the beam on rails. Once in place, the
magnet and peripheral gear were elevated to the proper
beam height by four jacks, and the final alignment was
made.

During the experiment reported here, the 5.8-MW
magnet power supply was limited by transformer
failures and produced a field of only 8 kG. The field
distribution in the central region is shown in Fig. 3.

D. Trigger Electronics

The experiment was intended as a survey and was
designed to be triggered by any charged hadron leaving
the magnet in the forward ~15° cone. The principal

Physics and U. S. Atomic Energy Commission, Washington, D. C.,
1966), p. 49; F. Villa, in Proceedings of the International Colloguium
on Nuclear Electronics, Versailles, 1968 (International Union of
Pure and Applied Physics, Versailles, 1968), Vol. I1I, pp. 7-11.
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background for false triggers was from electromagnetic
interactions: The pair cross section is approximately
200 times larger than the total hadronic cross section,
and the Compton cross section is large enough to cause
many false triggers from the numerous low-energy
photons in a bremsstrahlung spectrum.

To reduce the triggers from pairs, which occur mainly
at small angles, the trigger counters were separated by
a 20-cm horizontal gap in the beam plane. Very few
high-energy Compton electrons were produced, and
low-energy electrons were swept aside by the magnetic
field. The background from materializing Compton
photons was minimized by placing as little material
as possible before the first plane of trigger counters and
by making this plane only 6 mm thick.

The trigger counters were arrayed in four vertical
planes perpendicular to the photon beam line. Poly-
ethylene sheets 1 in. thick were placed between the
counter planes to reduce the number of soft electrons
that could penetrate. In addition, approximately 2
radiation lengths of lead were introduced between the
second and third layers and 13 radiation lengths be-
tween the third and fourth layers to make it possible to
identify showers from high-energy electrons. The
trigger logic required a pulse from each layer and no
large pulse from the last two layers of a triggering zone.
The counters formed a 32-zone hodoscope covering an
area 2 ft high and 8 ft wide above the beam and a
similar area below. A proper fourfold coincidence in any
zone caused the chamber to fire. This allowed the re-
jection of triggers from electrons without the rejection
of hadronic events with #%’s.

A problem with a streamer chamber is the pickup
from electromagnetic radiation when the chamber fires.
This was reduced many orders of magnitude by com-
pletely enclosing the chamber high-voltage electrode;
nevertheless, additional shielding of the counters and
cabling was required. The firing of the streamer chamber
took place about 750 nsec after the trigger logic had
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functioned, and multiple redundant gates throughout
the logic provided additional rf protection.

The ratio of pictures to hadronic events was reduced
by the trigger system from several hundred to 1 with
no trigger to about 12 to 1. A complete removal of
electromagnetic backgrounds would have resulted in
ratio of about 3 to 1, since the target hydrogen in the
chamber volume was about % the total effective mate-
rial in the beam line near the counter system. Some of
the false triggers came from Compton scattering in the
Mylar windows and helium-gas bag near the trigger
counters, but a large fraction apparently came from
showers of soft photons originating in the upstream
beam line. A relatively small number of false triggers
were from pairs; the shower rejection reduced the false
trigger rate by only about 10%. In a subsequent run
with the hydrogen-gas target pressurized to 6.5 atm
absolute, it has been possible to reduce the ratio of
pictures to hadronic events to about 4.5 to 1.

E. Photon Beam

A special effort was made to produce a well-collimated
photon beam. Since particle trajectories inside the
hydrogen target tube were not seen, it was essential that
the target and beam diameter be small. Moreover, even
with high-pressure (~4 atm absolute) hydrogen, the
target walls, flanges, and neon-helium gas were much
thicker in radiation lengths than the hydrogen; thus
beam halo had to be reduced to a minimum. ‘

The photon beam line and radiator area are shown in
Fig. 4. Basically the system consisted of a point radi-
ator, source-defining collimator C-1, the primary
collimator C-2, and two scraping collimators C-3 and
C-4, which do not intercept the primary photon en-
velope. The electron beam from the accelerator was
momentum-analyzed to less than 19, momentum width,
was focused at the collimator C-2, and after striking the
radiator was deflected to a beam dump by a magnet
system. The beam at the radiator was essentially
parallel since the beam phase space was less than 10-%
rad cm. The radiator itself was 1 mm in diameter and
0.25 u thick, and was suspended on three 10-u wires of
stainless steel.

The first collimator C-1 was located 17 m beyond the
radiator and consisted of 20-radiation-length horizontal
and vertical copper jaws in tandem; the openings and
centering could be separately varied. The source-
defining collimator was followed by a sweeping magnet
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in which was located a beam hardener of 1-radiation-
length LiH. Following the hardener, the beam proceeded
30 m to a second collimator, C-2, consisting of a 1-mm-
diam hole in 60 radiation lengths of tungsten. The
centering of this hole and of several others in the same
tungsten block could be remotely adjusted. Following
the two primary collimators, the beam proceeded 30 m
to a scraping collimator, C-3, similar in design to C-2,
with a nominal diameter of S mm. A second scraping
collimator, C-4, was fixed in a location 15 m beyond
C-3 and had a nominal hole diameter of 10 mm.

A laser beam transmitted by C-2, C-3, and C-4 was
used to align the hydrogen target tube and was traced
to the entrance window of the quantameter some 39 m
beyond the center of the streamer chamber. The photon
beam itself was used to check the alignment at the
beginning of the run. Final checks of the beam centering
were made by studying the trigger rate and by visually
monitoring backgrounds in the streamer chamber for
different centering values of C-2 and C-3. The response
was normally independent of the C-2 and C-3 settings
for values within a few tenths of 1 mm of beam center.

The photon beam was monitored in a quantameter
calibrated to a few tenths of 19, with electron and
positron beams and the SLAC Faraday cup.” The
quantameter drift with no beam corresponded to less
than 100 equivalent quanta per second assuming a
standard 95%,-argon—5%,-CO; gas filling. Since the beam
intensity was over 100 equivalent quanta per pulse at
180 cycles per second, the effect of drift was normally
less than ==19,. The quantameter was operated at
ambient temperature and pressure, and the gain was not
corrected for changes in these quantities. Considering
the various factors mentioned, we have estimated an
over-all uncertainty for the experiment of 4-2.59,.

The photon beam was also monitored by a thin
scintillation counter directly in front of the quanta-
meter. The signal from this counter was displayed on an

30

NORMALIZED BREMSSTRAHLUNG
SPECTRUM

NUMBER OF PAIRS

+3 HIGHER ENERGY
PAIRS

0 1 ! 1 1 1 ! !
025 025 0.5 1.0 2.0 40 8.0 160

PAIR ENERGY GeV

F16. 5. Energy spectrum of pairs produced
in the 2.2-m streamer chamber.

" D. Yount, Nucl. Instr. Methods 52, 1 (1967); in Proceedings
of the Symposium on Beam Intensity Measurement, Daresbury,
England, 1968, DNPL/R1, 1968, p. 75 (unpublished).

DAVIER

et al. 1

oscilloscope to indicate beam time structure, and it was
frequently used in beam tuneup as an instantaneous
current monitor.

The streamer chamber system was insensitive for
about 0.3 sec after each firing; the beam lost during this
deadtime period was determined by counting pulses in
the above-mentioned scintillator. It was necessary to
measure the energy spectrum of the photon beam, since
the well-known bremsstrahlung spectrum could be
affected by collimator edges and particularly by the
beam hardener. The hardener was installed in a 15-kG
field to reduce secondary radiation; its location 45 m
upstream of the primary collimator C-2 also reduced
any such low-energy contamination.

The photon spectrum was checked by measuring the
energies of pairs produced in the hydrogen-gas target
tube. It was essential to use pairs which did not trigger
the chamber, since the trigger counters were inten-
tionally biased against pairs. An unbiased sample could
be obtained with a trigger timed to occur during an
accelerator pulse and not derived from the trigger logic,
but in this experiment we used pairs found in frames
containing hadronic events. The chance of a non-
triggering hadronic event occurring randomly on a
frame triggered by a positron-electron pair was
negligible.

All frames containing hadronic events were scanned
for pairs within the same fiducial volume used for
hadrons. A difficulty in this scan was the possible con-
fusion of pairs with events when neither vertex was
seen; thus pairs visible within a region extending 17.5
cm downstream of the hadronic vertex were not used.
It was essential to study the pair spectrum as a function
of the position in the fiducial volume, since high-energy
pairs were often missed in the downstream end of the
chamber due to the unseen vertex.

The pair spectrum obtained with appropriate cor-
rections for fiducial volume is shown in Fig. 5. An
enhancement of the low-energy region would be ex-
pected if there were problems related to collimator edges
or the use of a beam hardener. Within the statistical
accuracy of the sample, the agreement with the pre-
dicted Bethe-Heitler spectrum is satisfactory.

The total photon intensity determined from the pair
scan was compared with that measured by the quanta-
meter. Pairs were assumed to provide a random sample
of the intensity during operation, and the attenuation
of low-energy (<50 MeV) photons by the beam
hardener was neglected, since only the total energy was
measured by the quantameter. Each 120-m roll of film
was analyzed separately and represented roughly a 1-h
sample of the total run. Beam instability would cause
a second-order error due to the fact that more samples
were made at times of high intensity than at low in-
tensity. Since the beam was monitored continuously,
an increase of no more than 5%, in the pair yield was
expected. A correction was made to the pair rate because
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the chamber sometimes fired before the 1.5-usec
accelerator beam pulse was over. In addition, there was
occasional difficulty in distinguishing hadronic events
from two or more pairs.

After all corrections were made, the pair yield be-
tween 1 and 16 GeV, determined from a sample of 200
events, was 859, of that calculated from the quanta-
meter. Since the pair analysis was estimated to involve
a net systematic error of about 109, this agreement was
considered satisfactory. The quantameter data, which
were accurate to £2.5%,, were used in the final cross-
section calculations.

III. ANALYSIS
A. Film Scanning

Two independent scans were made and about 1 frame
in 12 contained a hadronic event. A strong interaction
could be distinguished by the angle of emission of the
tracks and by the requirement that there be one more
positive than negative track. The problem was com-
plicated by the lack of a visible vertex and by the
presence of flares in the chamber. Typical frames are
shown in Figs. 6 and 7. The lack of a vertex caused
occasional pairs to be included wrongly in events, and
these were removed in the manner to be described. The
flares often obscured the vertex region and could have
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caused a scanning bias. As a result a cut was made on
all events with tracks of dip angle X\ greater than 45°.
This is also discussed in more detail below.

Scanning was relatively easy, since there was less than
one background pair per picture. The statistical
efficiency from two scans was 0.99. Systematic scanning
errors were undoubtedly present for certain event
configurations, and these were estimated to result in a
loss of 5%. The scanning statistics were as follows:

photographs scanned 87 000

events found 7055
ambiguous events 993
only one view 21
1 prong l687
3 and more prongs 5074
strange particles 280

B. Film Measuring and Spatial Reconstruction

Events were measured on” an image-plane digitizer
at 3—15 points per track in each of three views. Camera
positions were located by measuring 12 lower fiducials
and 2 upper fiducials. Three fiducials were used for
ordinary event reconstruction. Lens errors for each
measured point 7o in the film plane were_compensated

F1a. 6. Typical 3-prong event followed by an electron-positron pair.
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NUMBER OF 3-PRONG EVENTS

Ti16. 7. Typical 5-prong event with a flare obscuring the vertex.
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by assuming a radial distortion of the form
r=ro—a sin’y,

where +y is the angle between 7o and the optic axis.

Since the vertex was not observed and the magnetic
field was very nonuniform, a fitting program SyBIL® was
developed for the geometrical reconstruction of the
events. All tracks were fitted simultaneously ; the errors
for the different tracks were not independent, and the
analysis produced a correlated error matrix. The exact
particle trajectories were used instead of an helical
approximation. The resulting geometrical fits were
consistent with an average measuring error on film of
8u in each coordinate direction. The 8-u error cor-
responds to 0.56 mm in real space.

8 syBIL: D. Fries, SLAC Report No. 103, 1969 (unpublished) ; see
also I. Derado and D. Fries, Nucl. Instr. Methods 67, 109 (1969);
TEUTA: L. Derado and R. Leedy, SLAC Report No. 72; SIMULATE :
R. Zdanis (private communication) ; see also F. Bomse et al., Phys.
Rev. 158, 1281 (1967) ; MURTLEBERT: J. Friedman, University of
California Lawrence Radiation Laboratory Report No. AGM-
P156, 1966 (unpublished) ; 1s1s: M. Davier, Doctoral Dissertation,
University of Paris, France, 1969 (unpublished). A more complete
description of event analysis will be published.
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Figure 8 shows a histogram of the geometric standard
deviations of 3-prong events reconstructed by SYBIL.
All events which did not pass SYBIL were remeasured,
and after two measurements 4460 of 5074 events passed.
About 2.59%, did not converge, and the remainder were
rejected for technical reasons. Strange particles, 1-
prongs, and events with greater than 9 prongs were not
measured. In the 4460 events which passed syBIL there
were:

3182 3-prongs
1025 5-prongs
221 7-prongs
32 9-prongs

For a more complete discussion of the performance and
resolution of a streamer chamber see Ref. 8.

C. Determination of Vertex Position

The error in the vertex position transverse to the
beam was less than 0.5 mm in real space. The error
along the beam direction depended strongly on the
event type, since high-energy particles frequently did
not leave the target for several centimeters. The largest
error was in the vertical coordinate, about 4=2 mm
caused by the ~18° stereo angle.

To test whether the beam struck the 50-u Mylar wall
of the target tube, events were plotted (Fig. 9) as a
function of vertex position along the line of viewing
(vertical coordinate) and along an orthogonal line also
perpendicular to the beam direction. The profiles are
consistent with beam dimensions of 6 and 3 mm,
respectively. The absence of any accumulation of events
at the wings of the beam profile distribution confirms
that the beam was not striking the Mylar.

D. Contamination of Events by Pairs

When a pair vertex occurred very close to a 3-prong
event vertex, the configuration could be mistaken for a
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5-prong event in both scanning and measuring steps.
Figures 10(a)-10(c) summarize an analysis of the tracks
of all 5-prong events. Figure 10(a) shows the tracks with
no angular cut, while Fig. 10(c) shows all tracks in those
events in which both the smallest-angle positive'and the
smallest-angle negative tracks have A and ¢ angles of
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F1c. 10. Separation of positron-electron pairs in a sample of
apparent 5-prong events. The curves show the A distribution of
tracks in the events considered. The full sample is shown in (a).
In (b) the same distribution is given for events in which a positive
and a negative track have |A| angles <40 mrad, and in (c) are
included only those events in which a positive and negative pair
of tracks have both |A| and |¢| angles <40 mrad.
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less than 40 mrad, where X is again the dip angle and ¢
is the angle between the track and the beam direction
projected onto the horizontal plane. From such cuts we
have found 76 3-prong events falsely identified as
S-prongs and 27 5-prongs falsely identified as 7-prongs.
This is the same ratio as that of the 3- to the 5-prong
events identified as such. Moreover, the events identi-
fied in this way had the same percentage of kinematic
fits as the classes to which they were assigned. Finally,
the pairs detected in association with these events had
an energy distribution above 3 GeV compatible with a
bremsstrahlung spectrum.

E. Kinematic Determination

After the reconstruction of momenta and angles of
the particles, the events were subjected to the con-
straints of energy and momentum conservation in a
least-squares procedure TEUTA.® Since the energy of a
particular photon in the bremsstrahlung spectrum was
unknown, completely visible final states resulted in fits
having three constraints (3-C fits) if the identity of each
particle was assumed. A single missing neutral with

DAVIER et al. 1

assumed identity (#°, neutron) led to a zero-constraint
(0-C) kinematic fit. A fit was defined by conservation of
energy and momentum to less than 10=* GeV with
x2<30. In 3-C events the particle identity could be
determined from the fit; in 0-C events the distinction
between proton and positive pion generally could not
be made kinematically (assuming a missing #°), nor
could one be sure that any of the tracks were protons
(missing neutron). Ionization information was used to
restrict the choices in about 209, of the 0-C events.
Since there was an 809, probability of having more than
one neutral? further analysis of 0-C events was very
difficult.

The 3-prong events were fitted with the appropriate
3-C and 0-C pion and kaon hypotheses. (For 5- and
7-prong events the choice of hypotheses was of course
much greater.)

The probability distribution of the 3-C events showed
an accumulation of low-probability fits. Errors for
low-momentum tracks were underestimated, since
multiple scattering and energy loss in the Mylar and gas
were neglected. The measurement error assumed for
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100 | xZ < 30
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F16. 11. Number of events versus the calculated mass squared of the incident photon.

9 J. Ballam ef al., Phys. Rev. Letters 21, 1541 (1968) (partial cross sections up to 12 GeV); 21, 1544 (1968) (vp total cross sections) ;
Y. Eisenberg et al. (Welzmann Instltute), ibid. 22, 669 (1969) (partial cross sections at 4.3 G V)
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such events should be increased. This has been checked
by increasing the assumed measurement error in dis-
crete steps and observing the increase in the number of
events satisfying 3-C fits. A plateau was reached beyond
which further increases in the assumed measurement
error did not increase the number of fitted events having
X2 probability of greater than 19%,. At that point few
0-C events had entered the low-probability category for
3-C events.

A further test of kinematically selected events was
made by studying the mass-squared distribution of the
incident photon given by

Myt =py*=( Z‘: Pi=Pproton™)?,

where the P; are the four-vectors of the outgoing
particles in the reaction. Figure 11 is a plot of M,? for
X2< 30 and for X2>30. The value of 30 was determined
empirically by decreasing the acceptable X2 until the
M .2 peak began to appear in the high-X2 plot. The cut
for x2>30 resulted in the same number of events as that
given by the variation in assumed measuring error and
was the actual criterion used for all data. The small
number of solutions incompatible with the ionization
information was rejected.

IV. TRIGGER AND GEOMETRIC EFFICIENCIES
A. Counter Efficiencies

The streamer chamber was fired by any particle
passing through a counter hodoscope located downbeam
from the chamber. As described earlier, the hodoscope
consisted of four layers in coincidence covering two
areas 60X 240 cm? above and below a 20-cm gap in the
central plane. To check trigger efficiency, tracks from
events of over 2 GeV were extrapolated from the
measured trajectories in the streamer chamber to the
position of the trigger counters.

Figure 12 is a plot showing the position of interception
at the trigger counters of those events in which only one
track intercepted the trigger counters plus a 30-cm
border. There are no obviously insensitive regions in
this plot nor in similar plots for other classes of events;
we assume, therefore, that the counters were operating
normally and that their efficiencies were high enough to
permit a meaningful correction of about 29, per counter
plane to be made for the monitored counter instabilities.

B. Geometrical Efficiencies

The greater concentration of events near the center
of Fig. 12 suggests that geometrically a reasonable
sample of all possible events was obtained. In particular,
if a positive particle was emitted to the right in a
magnetic field that swept to the left, it would have had
a much greater chance of triggering than the same
particle emitted to the left. The magnetic field thus
ensured that the sample contained a significant number
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Fi6. 12. Distribution of events for which only one track inter-
cepted the trigger counters (indicated by the two rectangular
regions).

of events in which the angle between the beam line and
the track direction was large. The existence of a sub-
sample of large-angle events, appropriately weighted,
implies a relatively large effective solid angle for the
triggering system.

Flares were frequently observed in the chamber in
association with steep tracks approximating the direc-
tion of the pulsed electric field. Streamers tended to
coalesce when the dip angle A was large, and an intense
discharge could then occur along the track. The charge
deposited on the Mylar windows of the neon-helium
cells accumulated until a surface breakdown or flare was
formed.

In correcting for flares associated with steep tracks,
we have used the intrinsic symmetry about the beam
axis that is characteristic of events produced by un-
polarized bremsstrahlung. Since the dip angle A\ co-
incides with the production angle § in the particular case
of tracks originating in the plane containing the beam
and the vertical axis (¢ ==-90° where ¢ is the angle of
rotation of the track about the beam line), it then
suffices to compare the distributions in @ for tracks near
the vertical beam plane (y=~=4-90°) and for tracks near
the horizontal beam plane (¢=~0° or 180°); the ratio of
the two @ distributions gives directly the efficiency as a
function of dip angle: e(\)=4N(6)/No(8), where N (0)
and No(f) refer to the observed distribution at y
=4(90°410°) and ¥=0°240° and 180°440°, re-
spectively. The data plotted in Fig. 13 indicate that the
probability of missing a track increases rapidly after
[N]>45°.

C. Trigger and Geometric Efficiency Corrections

The method used in correcting the trigger and
geometric efficiencies depended essentially upon the
rotational () symmetry of events about the beam axis,
and the same method applied in both cases. Because of
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EFFICIENCY OF THE STC
FOR LARGE DIP ANGLES

I16. 13. Detection effi-
ciency versus dip angle A
in degrees for streamer
chamber tracks.

DIP ANGLE X
(degrees)

L

scanning and measuring inefficiencies, only events
having |\| <45° for all tracks were used. Each event in
this sample was rotated through 360° in NV successive
intervals Ay (V=236). At each interval three operations
were performed :

YP——PT* T~ 4-8Gev

STREAMER TOTAL
COUNTERS CHAMBER SYSTEM
501 - -
w
=
Z 40t - -
>
w
[T
O 301 - -
'l
w
[es]
3
2 20 - -
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0 oo l—"rl nn oM 1 | o
0 0.5 I 0 05 I 0o 05 |
EFFICIENCY EFFICIENCY EFFICIENCY

F1c. 14. Number of events versus detection efficiency for coun-
ters, streamer chamber, and total system. The acceptance histo-
grams indicate that most event types were detected with high
efficiency by the counters, with about 509, efficiency by the
streamer chamber, and with an over-all;efficiency’of about 50%.

70 80 90

(1) A function #(¥;) was assigned a value 1 or 0
depending upon whether or not at least one track in the
event extrapolated to give a “virtual” hit at the counter
array.

(2) The product

N

J@) =TI e\s)

So=1

was calculated, where e(\;/) was the geometrical
efficiency for the ith track at the rotational angle ¢, and
was defined to be unity for |A\;7<45° and zero elsewhere.
(3) A correlation function C(y¥;)=1(¥;)f(¥;) was
formed for the two effects and the average acceptance
calculated:
1~

A=—3% CW,)).
N =1

The weight was then 1/4 for that event.

The choice of intervals Ay was determined by the
rapidity of the variation of #(¢). For example, too large
an interval might have caused certain extrapolated
tracks consistently to miss the gap in the trigger
counters and hence to yield a higher efficiency than
actually obtained. Such considerations led to a choice of
36 intervals of 10° each. The correction described was
made by a program 1s18.8
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D. Limitation of Method

The method described above is valid for a given class
of events if two conditions are satisfied: (1) There must
be enough events in the class to provide a statistically
significant sample of all event types included in that
class, and (2) all geometric configurations should be
represented in the event class.

Acceptance histograms are given in Fig. 14 for events
of the type pnrtr~ between 4 and 8 GeV; the variation
of the weighting with energy is shown in Fig. 15. Below
2 GeV the acceptance was poor, making it probable that
certain classes of events are missing. Hence distribu-
tions obtained in this region are suspect.

Figure 16 shows the variations with photon energy of
the total efficiency for the reactions yp — 7wtr—p and
yp—= wtratrp. In each case the efficiency first
increases with energy (at low energies particles are
swept away from the counters by the magnetic field)
and reaches a maximum, the peaks occurring at 7 and
10 GeV, respectively. In the 3-prong case there is a
clear decrease in efficiency at the highest energies due to
particles passing through the horizontal gap separating
the upper and lower trigger counters. For the 5-prong
events, the effect is not clear.

E. Effects of Efficiency on Physical Observables

A second approach to estimating the detection
efficiency and, in addition, determining whether vari-
ations in efficiency affect certain physical quantities was
to generate events by Monte Carlo methods.® We
consider here, in particular, events of the type vp —
mtr~p satisfying the following characteristics:

(1) The invariant #*r~ mass distribution had the
mass and width of the p® meson.

(2) The ¢ distribution was of the form e=8l¢l.

(3) The sample of photon energies had a brems-
strahlung distribution.

(4) The angular distribution of the p° decay was sin%
in the helicity system.

(5) The exact geometry and magnetic field of our
experimental setup were used. Errors due to measure-
ment resolution have a negligible effect and are not
taken into account.

The generated Monte Carlo events are compared
with the accepted Monte Carlo events as a function of
¢t in Fig.®17. The acceptance function versus di-pion
mass for 'the Monte Carlo events is plotted in Fig. 18.
The facts that the ¢ dependence does not differ appreci-
ably for generated and accepted events and that the
mass sensitivity is flat in the regions of interest imply
that the corrections are mainly an over-all renormali-
zation of the data and do not affect the shape of the
experimental distribution.

Figure 19 shows the fraction of the Monte Carlo
events accepted as a function of the decay angle 6z in
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F1a. 16. Total acceptance versus energy for the reactions
vp = atr~p and vp — wtrw T p.
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Fic. 17. Generated Monte Carlo events compared with
accepted Monte Carlo events as a function of 2.

the helicity system. Here the flat response indicates that
the decay distribution in the helicity frame is not
appreciably affected by the acceptance function.

The Monte Carlo efficiency as a function of photon
energy is compared in Fig. 16 with corresponding
efficiency determined by rotating real events in the
manner already described. Within the statistical
accuracy of this comparison the agreement is adequate.

F. Determination of Absolute Cross Sections

In obtaining absolute cross sections, four pieces of
information are required: (1) the total flux of incident
photons, (2) the shape of the bremsstrahlung, (3) the
over-all detection efficiency, including the efficiency of
the apparatus and of the data analysis, and (4) the
number of events actually observed.

As discussed in Sec. IT E, relating to the photon beam,
the incident flux was measured to an accuracy of
+2.5% with a quantameter. This was checked to
4109, by monitoring the yield of pairs produced in the
chamber.

Tests of the individual counters used in the experi-
ment gave an efficiency of better than 989, and an
estimated fourfold trigger efficiency of about (924-4)9,.
In addition, during short intervals certain counters of
the hodoscope malfunctioned. Individual rolls of film
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Frc. 18. Counter acceptance versus di-pion mass.
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were corrected on the basis of the particular counter
area, and the total effect on the experiment was less
than 19,

The distribution of event vertices showed a decrease
at either end of the target. At the upstream end, this
was due to the fact that certain low-energy events never
reached the trigger counters. At the downstream end,
the loss was due primarily to the horizontal slot be-
tween upper and lower trigger counters. These two
effects were taken into account in the principal cor-
rection for detection efficiency made by rotating events
about the beam axis in the manner already described—a
procedure which we estimate was valid to 4=59%.

A third factor influencing the target fiducial volume
was related to the low magnetic field: Particles originat-
ing at small angles near the downstream end of the
target frequently remained within the target tube and
were not seen. This effect was particularly severe for
high-energy 3-prong events, and it has caused us to
reduce the fiducial volume with increasing energy
rather than try to correct for these losses. The useful
target length was 1.35 m below 8 GeV, 0.50 m between
8 and 12 GeV, and 0.40 m between 12 and 16 GeV.

A statistical evaluation of the scanning efficiency gave
(99:+1)%, as mentioned earlier. In addition, there was
a systematic inefficiency due to ambiguous events that
could not be classified either by energy or by channel.
Assuming that these were distributed in proportion to

YP—p°p.
| -
+++ + % ++ 2-46eV
3 oI E c') +'l cos 6
E 3 4-8Gev
s gt ]
go -1 cl) +l| s O
T 8-16 GeV
+++++++_; s+
0 3 (') +‘l cos By

F16. 19. Fraction of Monte Carlo events accepted
versus decay angle 6y in the helicity system.
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the populations of normal events, we estimated that
there were 460 ambiguous 3-prongs as compared with
3182 normal 3-prongs. The scanning efficiency for this
effect was then (874-3)%. The measuring efficiency,
defined as the fraction of all measured events which
passed the geometrical fitting program SvYBIL, was
(88+£2)%,.

By combining quadratically the errors given in this
section, we have obtained an estimate of about 8%,
for the systematic uncertainties in our absolute cross-
section data. This is in addition to the statistical errors
calculated from the number of events’actually observed
in the individual channels.

V. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS
A. Reaction yp— mtx—p
1. General Features

Cross sections for photon energies between 2 and
16 GeV for the reaction yp — =tn—p are plotted in Fig.
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Fia. 20. Cross sections versus energy for the reaction yp — z+r—p.

20 and are tabulated below. Our results are in good
agreement with those of the pESY? and cea* bubble
chambers below 6 GeV and with the srac® bubble-
chamber exposures to a monochromatic beam at 5 and
7.5 GeV.

10 Aachen-Berlin-Bonn-Hamburg-Heidelberg-Miinchen Collab-
oration, Nuovo Cimento 41A, 270 (1966) (first results); Phys.
Letters 23, 707 (1966) [A+*(1236) production]; Nuovo Cimento
46A, 795 (1966) (w, ¢, n, x° production); 48A, 262 (1967) (p
production) ; 494, 337 (1967) (p production); Phys. Letters 27B,
54 (1968) (vector-meson production); Phys. Rev. 175, 1669
(1968) (meson and baryon resonances, first of two final reports);
Phys. Rev. (to be published) (v total cross sections).

11 Cambridge Bubble Chamber Group, Phys. Rev. Letters 13,
636 (1964); 13, 640 (1964) (first results); Phys. Rev. 146, 994
(1966) (p production) ; 155, 1468 (1967) (w production); 155, 1477
(1967) (cross sections); 163, 1510 (1967) [A**+(1236) production];
169, 1081 (1968) (multipion production).
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The invariant mass distributions for (pn™*), (pr),
and (wtn~) are shown in Figs. 21-23. In Fig. 21 a
prominent A++(1236 MeV) is seen decreasing rapidly
with increasing photon energy. At photon energies
above 2 GeV the production of o mesons dominates the
(z*x~) distribution of Fig. 23 and within our statistics
is constant with energy.
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F16. 22. Invariant mass distribution for (pz™)
in the reaction yp — z 7.
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Apart from the A++ and the p°, no other resonance can
be positively identified at our statistical level. It
appears, however, that there may be some f° (1260
MeV) between 2 and 4 GeV in Fig. 23, decreasing
rapidly at higher energy. The possible existence of
(w*tn~) resonances strongly produced by photons is of
interest, since diffraction production would imply a
selection of quantum numbers of which J®=1~, those
of 'the photon, are the simplest case. Such resonances
could play an important role in explaining the electro-
magnetic structure of nucleons as does the °. Our data
set limits on the production of such resonances at the
level of 0.1 ub per event between masses of 1 and 2 GeV
(4<k<16 GeV) and 0.3 ub per event between masses
of 2 and 3 GeV (8<k<16 GeV).

2. Reaction vp — p%

To calculate the cross section for p° production it is
necessary to evaluate the fraction of p%s in the wtz—

TABLE 1. p-mass fits.

Photon Fit A Fit B Fit C

energy ", "y, ", T,
(GeV) (MeV) (MeV) (MeV) (MeV)
2-4 725413 758+ 4 747+ 6 80+ 23
4-8 71124 766411 7544+ 9 111% 41
8-16 710421 77023 747447 2194195

DAVIER

et al. 1

mass spectrum. One must also take into account the
effects of the reflection of the A**(pxt) resonance and
of the phase space for production of 7tz pairs. For the
p resonance we have used a Breit-Wigner shape!?:

Fp(m)

(m*—m,*)+my T *(m)

ap(m)=c, (fit 4),

where
T, (m)=To(q/gs)*m,/m (shape I),

and where ¢ is the pion momentum in the center-of-mass
system of the di-pion and I is the p width. p subscripts
for m and g refer to the mean value of the di-pion mass.
Among other more empirical forms for the width, one
frequently used is

ran-x (%)

P 1+(g,R)?

shape IT
e et

where R is a constant equal to 3.58 GeV~!. Either of
these expressions gives virtually the same result, and
we have used the second form in the analysis which
follows. The A+* resonance has been fitted in the same
manner as the p. We have fixed ma, T'a, and T,=150
MeV, so that the only free parameters are m,, ¢,, ca, and
a phase-space factor, all of which we adjust with the
program MURTLEBERT.?

Figures 24(a)-24(c) show the best fits to the wta—
mass plots in three energy regions (see Table I, fit A).
The fitted values of m, (~720 MeV) are different from
those found in pion production or in storage-ring
experiments (~770 MeV), and the observed shape
differs from the above predictions. The p-mass dis-
agreement increases slightly with energy, although it is
statistically compatible with a constant value. The
probabilities for the fits shown are very low, and it
appears that the expression (fit A) for ¢,(m) is not
correct. The asymmetry observed has been predicted
by Ross,and Stodolsky (fit B),2 who introduce a factor
(m,/m)* into the cross section by a vector-dominance
calculation in which the mass of the p coupled to the
photon is the mass of the final-state 2= system. The fit
is improved but not satisfactory, and there are problems
with this assumption which lead one to look for the
causes of the asymmetry in an interference effect. We
have tried a third, purely phenomenological analysis
within a region (500-950 MeV) near the p resonance
(fit C). Here we combine a mass-dependent term, Am,
with a constant term, B, and the Breit-Wigner term of
it A, o,(m):

I(m)=Am~+B—+c,(m).

2 J. D. Jackson, Nuovo Cimento 34, 1644 (1964); H. Pilkuhn,
The Interactions of Hadrons (North-Holland Publishing Co.,
Amsterdam, 1967) (Breit-Wigner shape and angular distri-
butions) ; M. Ross and L. Stodolsky, Phys. Rev. 149, 1172 (1966)
(p-mass asymmetry); P. Soding, Phys. Letters 19, 702 (1966)
(interfering dipion background); A. Krass, Phys. Rev. 159, 1496
(1967) (diffraction production in the strong-absorption model).
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F16. 24. Corrected «*r~ mass plots in three energy intervals. The solid curves are from Table I, fit A.

The p width and mass determined by this analysis are
also given in Table I. Another approach by Sding
will be considered below.

In determining the fraction of p’s in the 7tz~ samples
we have used Breit-Wigner fits (fit A) which give values
statistically compatible with the Ross-Stodolsky fits
(fit B). Fit C dealt only with the central part of the p
region and was used to study the mass and width. The
results are plotted in Fig. 25 together with earlier
DESY™ measurements. As the energy increases, the
reaction yp — wtr—p is more and more dominated by
p° production, which reaches a level of (9744)%, in the
range 8-16 GeV. The cross sections for p photoproduc-
tion are shown as a function of energy in Fig. 26 and are
tabulated below:

Photon energy & (GeV) a(vp — p%) (ub)

2-4 19.2+2.3
4-8 15.6+1.7
8-16 13.4+3.6

The p-production differential cross sections are shown
in Fig. 27 and Table II as a function of momentum
transfer ¢/, where

t'=t—tmin,
and
tminﬁ (mPZ/Zk)2 .

At energies above 4 GeV, /i, differs negligibly from
zero. We fit our ¢ distributions with the function

do/dt=Ae B

and we use all of the points in Fig. 27 except those at the
smallest momentum transfer. (The loss of events at very
low momentum transfer is due to protons of less than
about 60-MeV/c momentum stopping in the 50-u
Mylar walls of the target tube.)

We have studied the angular distributions of the
p— wtr~ decay in two reference systems:

The Jackson frame is defined as the di-pion center-of-
mass system with the Z direction that of the incident
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F'15. 25. Fraction of p’s in the sample v — =%~ 2 versus energy.
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Fi1c. 26. Cross sections for p° photoproduction versus energy.
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F1c. 27. Differential cross sections da/d#’ for p° production as a function of momentum transfer #'.

photon transformed to the di-pion center-of-mass
system, with ¥ perpendicular to the production plane
(P,XP,, where P, and P, are over-all c.m. system
momenta of incident photon and outgoing di-pion), and
X chosen to make a right-handed Cartesian system.

The helicity frame is the same as the Jackson except
that the Z direction is the direction of flight of the
di-pion instead of the photon.

The angular distribution is then given in terms of the
meson spin-density matrix elements pum :

W (6,8)= (3/4m)[puit (1—3p1r) cos0—p1s sin’ cos2ep
—V2 Repyo sin26 cos¢ ],

where 2p11+p00=1.

P DECAY ANGULAR DISTRIBUTION

The Jackson system is well suited to studying ex-
change processes in the ¢ channel. The interpretation is
particularly simple when a single particle is involved;
for example, single-pion exchange gives a sin%; distri-
bution. The data plotted as a function of cosf in Fig. 28
are certainly not of the simple sin?; form.

The angular distributions in the helicity system are
given in Fig. 29. For events in the range 4-16 GeV, we
obtain a value of py;;¥ compatible with its maximum
value £ (a sin?(y distribution):

p11H= 0.5340.2 , 4<k<16 GeV.

The off-diagonal matrix elements do not appear in the
angular distribution after integration over ¢, and

JACKSON FRAME ALL t
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Fic. 28. Angular distributions for p° decay in the Jackson system,
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poo=1—2py; is evidently near zero. Our results, which
are dominated by low-momentum-transfer events, are
compatible with the p° behaving as a photon.

Soding!? has suggested that the observed asymmetry
in di-pion mass may result from an interference by
terms in which a pair of pions is coupled to the photon,
and one of these rescatters from the proton, as shown in
the inset in Fig. 30(a). In applying this suggestion, we
have used an analytic expression for the diffractive
production of the p given by Krass? from the strong-
absorption model (SAM). There are problems of double
counting in this method which are not well understood.
In this calculation the same scattering cross section was
used for 7+ and #~. The asymmetry of the resonant peak
is reproduced by this interference. Its sense is fixed by
the relative sign of the interference, which is chosen by
comparison with the experimental spectrum. The curve
obtained with a p mass of 765 MeV and a p width of
125 MeV is shown in Fig. 30(a), where the strength of

2-4GeV 4-8 GeV 8-16 GeV
40}~ L L
o
L 30} L T L
& Zm
z \
¥ 20}/ - |r + -
Q / \ ! \\
= 10} ‘,), L _*_‘ - .H
o LA
§ 4« +\ { J( /4.
0 1 y 1 ¥ yA ! |

cos 6y cosby coséy

F16. 29. Angular distribution for p® decay in the helicity system.

the resonance was treated as a free parameter. A
reasonable fit is also obtained with the Orsay values of
772 MeV for the p mass and 113 MeV for the p width.
No other parameters were adjusted. The model predicts
an effect which we have observed experimentally that
the slope of do/dt decreases with the mass of p. This is
shown in Fig. 30(b). The model predicts that the inter-
ference will have little effect on the decay matrix
elements.

3. Reaction yvp—n—A*+

From the fraction of A**in the p+ spectrum, we can
calculate cross sections for yp— x#~A*+ in various
photon energy intervals. Our measurements given
below are compatible with those of DESY, CEA," and
SLAC." They indicate that E,% is approximately con-

8 A. Boyarski et al., Phys. Rev. Letters 22, 148 (1969).
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TABLE II. p momentum transfer distributions.

Al do/dt (ub/GeV?)

(GeV?) 2-4 GeV 4-8 GeV 8-16 GeV
0 -0.05 >78 +13 >72 +13 >50 =+20
0.05-0.1 87 +15 74.44-14 68.5+23
0.1 -0.2 63 +8.3 30.84+5.8 34 49
0.2 -0.3 16.84+4.4 17.9+4.8 9945
0.3 -0.4 12.9-43.2 7.1£29 3 +2.1
0.4 -0.5 3.242.2 1.841.2 oo

A (ub/GeV2) 178 +33 133 +34 152 465
B (GeV™2) 83+1.0 8.941.5 11.142.8
YP——m*7-p 2
4-8 GeV . Mp=765 MeV
l"p=125 MeV
60 I~ Wk
-
4 P
& P
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F16. 30. Corrected =¥z~ mass plot (a) fitted with resonant p
production and an interfering 27 background. The variation of the
slope parameter B for do/d¢ is shown as a function of p mass in (b).
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F16. 31. Photon mass-squared distributions for events
satisfying kaon solutions with x? less than 30.

stant as expected qualitatively for processes involving
meson exchange in the ¢ channel.

Photon energy E, o(yp — 7 Ath) (E, %)
(GeV) (ub) (ub GeV?)
2-4 3.54£1.2 25+8.5
4-8 0.840.4 33k11
8-16 0.3£0.2 34423

B. Reaction yp— KtK p

Identification of the reaction yp— K+tK—p was
difficult, since our sample of 3-prong events contained
about 25 times as many pion as kaon final states. The
basic fitting criterion was a X2 of less than 30. When both
pion and kaon hypotheses were possible, the fit with the
lowest X2 was normally chosen. In most cases, however,
ionization data provided an effective selection criterion,
since the alternative solutions for 1(4)2(—)3(+) were
pr—ot and K*K—p or atrp and pK—K*. After a
particular assignment was made, its validity was tested
by computing M2 All of the events satisfying Xx2< 30
are shown in Fig. 31; those also satisfying X,2<30 have
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F16. 32, K*K~ mass spectrum in the sample vp — K*K~p.
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a peak near M,*=0 when Xx?<X,? and no peak when
XE*> X2

[ Figure 32 is a mass spectrum for K+K—. In the region
of Jthe ¢(1.010-1.030 GeV), eight events satisfy only a
kaon solution, while one event also satisfies a pion
solution, but with a higher X2. We evaluated the ¢ cross
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F16. 33. Differential cross sections do/d#’ for ¢ production
as a function of momentum transfer #'.
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section by making the usual corrections for geometry
and by assuming a background of one event in the
20-MeV interval at the ¢ mass. A branching ratio of
0.47 for K*K— to all ¢ decay modes was used. The cross
section between 2 and 16 GeV was then 0.554-0.20 ub.

Figure 33 gives the differential cross section do/dt’ as
a function of the momentum transfer #. A fit of the form
AeBY gives the values

A=34-£18ub/GeV,
B=6.3+2.5 GeV-2.

These results agree with bubble-chamber measurements
by DESY, and with counter experiments by DESY-
MIT" and by SLAC*: They yield a ¢ dependence much
weaker than that for p production.

C. Reactions with More than One Pair of Pions
1. Reaction vp — wtontop

The 3-C events satisfying the hypothesis yp—
mtrntr~p are plotted in Fig. 34. The cross section
increases with photon energy E, up to 6 ub at 5 GeV,
then decreases slowly to about 2 ub at 15 GeV. In Fig.
34 our results together with those from the DESY and
SLAC bubble chambers are compared. with the pre-
dictions of the Satz!® model. This calculation uses vector
dominance and the quark model plus mp and pp in-
elastic scattering measurements to predict yp cross
sections. There is some possible disagreement in the
form of a greater peaking in the 5-GeV region.

The mass spectra for this reaction show two principal
characteristics: The production of the A*+(1236 MeV)
is demonstrated in the prt mass plot of Fig. 35, and p°
production is evident in the w*#— mass plot of Fig.
37(a). The various 3= spectra and the 4r spectrum of
Fig. 36 show no significant structure at our present
statistical level; in particular, if one considers events
leading to the formation of A*+, the mass spectrum of
the remaining 37’s shows no indication of states such as
Ay or A,. The 4ar spectrum is interesting, since it could
show a hypothetical “p’,”” a new vector meson, or a
Regge recurrence of the p (for example, J?=3") made
by diffraction. No significant evidence for such states is
seen with our present statistical accuracy.

2. Reaction vp — p'mto=p

We have already mentioned the p° peak in the 7t~
mass plot of Fig. 37(a). Its interpretation is made
difficult by the number of combinations. The #=*z+ and
«~m mass plot of Fig. 37(b) gives an indication of the
background present in Fig. 37(a) while providing no

14]. G. Asbury et al., Phys. Rev. Letters 19, 865 (1967) (o
production on complex nuclei); 19, 869 (1967) (o®— ete™, vp
coupling constant); 20, 227 (1968) (tests of vector dominance);
U. Becker, 5bid. 21, 1504 (1968) (¢° — e*e™, v¢ coupling constants).

15 W. G. Jones et al., Phys. Rev. Letters 21, 586 (1968). :

18 H. Satz, Phys. Letters 25B, 27 (1967); Phys. Rey, Letters 19,
1453 (1967). S
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in the reaction yp — = trr

evidence for any state of 7=2. The cross section for p°
production versus photon energy is given in Fig. 37(c).

3. Reaction yp — wtrnhro oo p

We have found 23 events with six charged pions in
the final state. It is especially difficult to interpret the
various mass spectra in this case because of the large
number of combinations possible. In the 77~ spectrum,
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F1c. 37. Mass spectra for 77~ (a) and for #*«+ and =77~ (b)
in the reaction vp — w = = *z~p. The cross section versus photon
energy for the reaction yp — o’z 7~ is given in (c).
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for example, there are nine combinations. Thus we give
only the cross sections for the entire channel; these may
be compared with the prediction of Satz,'® who obtains
~1 pb in the range 6-10 GeV.

Photon energy E, (GeV)

6-10
10-16

a(vp = wtr~rtartnTp) (ub)

0.934-0.3
0.90+0.3

D. Reactions with at Least One =°

In dealing with events that did not have a 3-C solu-
tion, we carried out kinematic fits assuming there was
one missing #% Weak constraints were imposed by
requiring that the missing neutral have positive energy
and that the total energy be less than the peak brems-
strahlung energy 16 GeV. In about 209, of the events,
ionization information permitted an identification of
the proton. Clearly any mass plot for these data will
have large backgrounds; the proton is not positively
identified in most cases, and in many cases the missing
neutral is a neutron, so that all charged particles are
pions. Furthermore, in the 3-prong sample there are
about three times as many events with more than one
70 missing as with a single 7° missing.?

The narrow width of the w(783 MeV) and the low
background at the beginning of the three-pion phase
space make possible an investigation of the reactions

yp—mtT 7o p
35 = No. of events /20 MeV 2-16 GeV
shaded histogram ¢ 5-16 GeV

30

20 -

5 —LJ_;%-
b i

0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8
Mt =2 (GeV)

F16. 38. Comparison of the mass spectra for 7+~ #? in the intervals
2-16 and 5-16 GeV in the reaction yp — prtz—zd.
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vp = wp, w— wtr~n’ The ntr~n® mass plot of Fig. 38
shows an w peak, with data separated into intervals of
2-16 and 5-16 GeV. In calculating cross sections we
have estimated the background phenomenologically
with a polynomial fit between 0.70 and 0.95 GeV. The
peak itself was assumed to be Gaussian; theoretically,
one should fold a Gaussian resolution with a Breit-
Wigner resonance shape, but in our case the resolution
was broader than the natural resonance width. Specific-
ally, the standard deviation of the fitted Gaussian was
25 MeV between 2 and 5 GeV and 20 MeV between 5
and 16 GeV. (The natural width of the w is 12.6 MeV.)

Using a branching ratio of 909, for v — w7, we
obtained the following cross sections:

Photon energy E, (GeV) a(vp —> wp) (ub)

2-5 3.9+0.9
5-16 2.6£0.7
2-5GeV 5-16 GeV

)
TTTTTTT

PTTTTIT

(6,4

I
i

i
I

do 2
d,‘/(//.b/GeV )
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o
>
(@]
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Fr1c. 39. Differential cross section do/dt’ versus t’ for the reaction
vp — wp. (Events of both the 2-5- and 5-16-GeV photon energies
were analyzed with five #/ intervals. There were zero events in the
fifth interval of the 2-5-GeV data, although events of higher #
did occur.)

The differential cross section do/d¢’ is plotted in Fig. 39
for the two energy regions, fitting these with the usual
exponential 4¢3,

Photon energy E., A B
(GeV) (ub/GeV?) (GeV—?)
2-5 35412 9.04+2.6
5-16 25410 9.542.3

We have used a phenomenological form suggested by
DESY to extract the diffractive part of the cross section.
Here production is split between a one-pion-exchange
term and a diffractive term (the amplitudes do not
interfere) :

o(yp — wp)=CorrE ™"+ 0aiis.

The experimental data and the diffractive part are
shown in Fig. 40.
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F16. 40. Separation of the one-pion-exchange and diffractive contributions to the reaction vp — wp.

E. Vector-Dominance Model

It is possible to test the vector-dominance model' by
using it, our data on p, w, and ¢ photoproduction, and
recent measurements on photon—vector-meson coupling
constants to derive the total photoproduction cross
section. This cross section can then be compared with
recent measurements of the total photoproduction cross
section. ‘

The vector-dominance model (VDM) permits one to
write the following relation between amplitudes!”:

e
Alyp—=vp)=2 —A(p— Vi'p),
v’ fVI

where V’, V stands for vector meson, Vi, means the
transverse polarization states of V, and emy?/ fy is the
vector-meson—photon coupling constant. From this
equation and the optical theorem one can derive a
relation for the total yp cross section:

_4 e (da’ - 1 1/2
ortp) =i E (= Vetea )

17 J, J. Sakurai, Ann. Phys. (N.Y.) 11, 1 (1960); N. M. Kroll,
T. D. Lee, and B. Zumino, Phys. Rev. 157, 1376 (1967) ; H. Joos,
Acta Phys. Austriaca Suppl. IV, 320 (1967).

where
Red(vp— Vip)

( ).

allows for a possible contribution of a real part of the
mostly diffractive amplitudes.

We can now test the VDM by evaluating oz (yp)
using our measured data and recent measurements on
the coupling constants,’® and by comparing the result
with independent direct measurements of oz (yp). 41

ImA(yp— Visp)

TasLE III. VDM calculation of a7 (vp) (in ub).

2-4 GeV 4-8 GeV 8-16 GeV
o0 110+16 95.5+13 102_p6722
2-5 GeV 5-16 GeV
w? 18357734 15.5_5.4%3
2-16 GeV
¢ 7.1 3718
2-4 GeV 4-8 GeV 8-16 GeV
1194414 124.5_p¢72

or(vp) 135.6::16

18V, L. Auslender et al., Phys. Letters 25B, 433 (1967) (p°
production); J. E. Augustin, ¢bid. 28B, 503 (1969) (comparison
with vector dominance); 28B, 508 (1969) (o° production); 28B,
513 (1969) (® production); 28B, 517 (1969) (¢° production).
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HADRONIC PHOTON — PROTON TOTAL CROSS SECTION

® DESY HBC + tag.y
250 - x SLAC HBC + monochr.y -
® VDM CALCULATION FROM SLAC STC
200
3
= 150 |- {
3
5 { }
100 |~
50
o | 1 l
0 5 10 15

Fi16. 41. Comparison of experimental total cross sections with those derived from the
vector-dominance model using data from the SLAC streamer chamber.

There is some uncertainty about ay. Experimental
information is available only for a and indicates that a?
is less than 109, and consistent with zero.!* Assuming
ay?*=0, we obtain or(yp) from the above equation
accurate to about 209, (the isoscalar amplitudes con-
tribute in total only this amount).

Table III shows the relative contributions of p°, w,
and ¢ to or(yp). The comparison with the directly
measured total photon cross section is shown in Fig. 41.
The agreement appears to be very good and permits one
to conclude that the VDM is valid to #4209, in this
process.

Using the VDM and our measured data, we can also
obtain information on the high-energy total cross
section for (Vp) reactions.

The optical theorem and ;the VDM equation

e
Ap = Vp) =L —AVu'p = Vp)

v’

yield the following relation!” for the diffractive part of

(do/dt)(yp— Vp):

diff ( e\2 1
={—) —or*(Vp),
t=0 fV) 167!'

do
—(vp—Vp)
dt

where we assumed that (1) only “elastic” amplitudes
V=V’ contribute and (2) Red(Vp— Vp)=0. Al-
though for the reaction yp— pp° all experimental
evidence suggests a nearly pure diffractive process, a
nondiffractive contribution in w photoproduction is to
be expected, and we use the diffractive portion as ob-
tained at the end of the previous section. For ¢ photo-
production we assume a pure diffraction process. The
present experimental data give no information on a
possible real part of the amplitude. The results from the
evaluation of o7(Vp) are listed in Table IV.

The p° w, and ¢ proton total cross sections are in

TasLE IV. Cross sections and differential cross-section parameters for photoproduction of o°, w, and ¢.

Photon energy E, yp—Vp
interval (%) o (do/db) tmtmin By ete=—V ae1(Vp) ar(Vp)
14 (GeV) (ub) (ub/GeV?) (GeV™?) fv?/4nr (mb) (mb)
o 8-16 (11.5) 13.8 +2.9 152 +65 11.14£2.8 2.1040.11 3.86+0.6 29.4+6 4
2 5-16 (9.5) 2.6 +0.7 25 410 9.54+2.3 14.8 +£2.8 3.8441.2 27 +8 4
¢ 2-16 (6.5) 0.614+0.24 3.9+ 2.1 6.342.5 11.0 £1.6 0.9140.6 10.7+3.8
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agreement with theoretical predictions from the quark®
model and from SU (3) with universality and symmetry
breaking in the Pomeranchuk trajectory.® They are
also in agreement with published cross sections at lower
energy (3—-5 GeV) obtained from photoproduction of po
and ¢ on complex nuclei,* but disagree with more
recent measurements by McClellan e/ al. and Bulos
et al?!

1 H. Joos, Phys. Letters 24B, 103 (1967).

2 M. Davier, Phys. Rev. Letters 20, 952 (1968).

2 G, McClellan et al., Phys. Rev. Letters 22, 377 (1969);
F. Bulos et al., ibid. 22, 490 (1969). We have used the coupling
constants of the colliding-beam measurements (Ref. 18), but we
are aware of the apparent discrepancy between those values and
the values given by the references quoted here. In particular, the
photoproduction total cross sections predicted by vector domi-
nance from our data would be significantly lower than the direct
experimental values if the constants of McClellan ef al. or Bulos
et al. were used.
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Scattering of High-Energy Muons on Electrons

P. L. Jaiy, N. J. Wixon,* D. A. Puicries,* anp J. T. FECTEAU
Department of Physics, State University of New York at Buffalo, Buffalo, New York 14214
(Received 18 September 1969)

The elastic muon-electron interactions of 10.1-GeV/c positive and 5.0- and 14.5-GeV/c negative muons
produced at the Brookhaven alternating gradient synchrotron have been studied in nuclear emulsions.
Energies of knockon electrons calculated from scattering measurements were compared with those obtained
from their ejection angles. Integral cross sections were compared with the Bhabha prediction for the scatter-
ing of two point fermions. Excellent agreement was found for negative and positive primary muons up to
t=3.3X1073 (GeV/c)? and ¢=1.8X107% (GeV/c)?, respectively. Our results are in contradiction to some

of the previous cosmic-ray data, which show an anomalously large cross section.

I. INTRODUCTION

URING the past few years a number of experi-
ments'—% were performed with cosmic rays to
measure the muon-electron elastic interaction. Most of
these experiments have shown an anomalously large
number of events in the region of several hundred MeV
energy transfer to the electron, while the others®:¢ have
shown a larger cross section for positive than for nega-
tive muons at the higher momentum transfer values.
These previous results are summarized in Fig. 1. These

* Present address: Cornell Aeronautical Laboratory, Inc., of
Cornell University, Buffalo, N. Y.

1'W. Walker, Phys. Rev. 90, 234 (1952); I. McDiarmid and M.
Wilson, Can. J. Phys. 40, 698 (1962).

2 P. Kearney and W. Hazen, Phys. Rev. 138, B173 (1965).

3 R. Deery and S. Neddermeyer, Phys. Rev. 121, 1803 (1961).

4 N. Chaudhuri and M. Sinha, Nuovo Cimento 35, 13 (1965);
M. Kannangara and M. Zivkovic, Phil. Mag. 44, 797 (1953).

5 P, Kotzer and S. Neddermeyer, Bull. Am. Phys. Soc. 10, 80
(1965); 12, 916 (1967).

6 W. R. Binns and Philip D. Kearney, Bull. Am. Phys. Soc. 14,
500 (1969).

experimental results for the cross section are in disa-
greement with the theoretical calculation for the inter-
action of nonidentical point fermions which has been
derived by Bhabha’ and is quoted by Rossi®:

2amlre® AE

g (B

E 1/ E \?
X[1—52—~ + —( ) ] , ()
E.  2\E+m,

where 7, is the classical radius of the electron, g8 is the
velocity of the incident muon (~1), E is the kinetic
energy of the incident muon, £’ is the kinetic energy of
the secondary electron, E,’ is the maximum trans-

o(E,E')dE =

7H. Bhabha, Proc. Roy. Soc. (London) 154A, 195 (1936);
152A, 559 (1935).

8 B. Rossi, High Energy Particles (Prentice Hall, Inc., Engelwood
Cliffs, N. J., 1952), pp. 16 and 148.
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F16. 6. Typical 3-prong event followed by an electron-positron pair.
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I16. 7. Typical 5-prong event with a flare obscuring the vertex.



