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ditions required for optimum output on the
73D-4°%P transition are compatible with an in-
direct process of this type. As with the other
noble gases, the metastable densities may in-
terfere with the inversion through resonance
trapping of the 43P-23S transition and electron
excitation of the 43P term. Indirect support of
this conclusion has been obtained by observing
that a slight trace of nearly any impurity will
enhance the oscillation, presumably through
ionizing collisions with the 23S.
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POLARIZATION IN PROTON-He* SCATTERING AT 38 MeV*
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(Received July 5, 1962)

With the polarized proton source! which was
developed for the Minnesota linear accelerator,
the polarization of the protons scattered by He*
at 38.4 MeV was measured.

The incident 39.9-MeV polarized proton beam
was focussed to a spot g3 in. wide and j in. high
by a pair of quadrupole magnets on the liquid
helium target. The experimental setup and pro-
cedures used here and other experiments which
have been done with solid targets will be re-
ported in more detail in the near future. The
liquid helium target was contained in a 1.7-cm
diameter by 4-cm high cyclinder made of 1-mil
Mylar, which was attached to a 2.3-liter reser-
voir. The whole assembly was surrounded by
a liquid nitrogen heat shield, which made pos-
sible 14 hours of experimental observation for
each liquid helium filling. The energy loss in
the liquid helium target was 3.2 MeV so that the
mean energy was 38.3+ 0.5 MeV. Two identical
Nal crystal counters, each subtending a fixed
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solid angle to the target, were used as detectors.
The angular resolution was +1.5° to +2.3°, the
variation depending on the finite thickness of

the target and the angle of scattering. The beam
intensity was about 1,.5x10° protons per second
with a maximum polarization of 38%.

The orientation of the beam polarization can
be readily changed to up or down by reversing
the direction of the spin-orienting magnetic
field in the ionizer of the polarized source. This
means that the asymmetry measurements can
consist of a pair of runs with the beam polariza-
tion up and down instead of a left-right asym-
metry measurement with fixed polarization
direction. This makes it possible either to set
both counters at different angles on the same
side of the incident beam or to set them at the
same angle on the opposite side of the beam.
Measurements made with the two configurations
for the same scattering angle agree with each
other within statistical errors. Beam polariza-
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tion was measured during the run by observing
the change in beam intensity with the sextupole
magnet on and off. This method was checked at
10 MeV with p -He* polarization data of Rosen
et al.? and found to be reliable.?

For each angle, background counts due to the
Mylar target container were measured and cor-
rections were made in the results which are
summarized in Table I. The errors given in
Table I arise solely from counting statistics
which are much larger than all other sources
of errors. By monitoring and controlling the
beam position at the quadrupole magnets, it was
possible to minimize the fluctuations in the beam
direction and/or position at the target. This
makes the errors due to the spurious asymmetry
negligible when compared to the statistical errors.
There exists a relative error of about 10% due to
the uncertainty of the beam polarization. This
is due mainly to the uncertainty in the 10-MeV
p-He* polarization of Rosen et al.,? which was
used for the calibration of our method of meas-
uring beam polarization.

Table I. p-He! polarization.

E, =38 MeV
13 L
0 0 Polarization
L c.m. E%
20 25.05 0.3+1.5
25 31.25 +2.0x0.8
30 37.4 +0.71.7
35 43.5 -0.9+2.1
40 49.5 -0.3+2.3
45 55.5 -9.1+2.6
50 61.4 -10.2 2.0
55 67.2 -10.8+4.8
60 72.9 -10.2 £ 3.5
65 78.5 -17.6 £4.4
70 84.0 -16.3 £ 3.4
75 89.4 -26.8 +4.4
80 94.7 -32.9%5.7
85 99.9 -43.7+4.9
90 104.95 -36.7+6.0
95 109.9 -26.5%5.1
100 114.7 -6.3+5.7
105 119.4 10.2+6.8
110 124.0 27.0+5,1
115 128.5 55.7+5.2
120 132.9 73.0+£5.2
125 137.2 73.8+4.3
130 141.8 82.4+5.7
135 145.5 81.0+6.1
140 149.5 79.2+4.6
145 153.5 59.4 £5.8
150 157.4 50.7+6.7

Because of the large energy loss inherent in
p-He* scattering at large angles, proton energy
spectra of those measurements made at angles
greater than 130° lab showed no appreciable de-
crease in counts in those channels of the pulse-
height analyzer which corresponded to protons
of lesser energy than that of elastically scattered
protons. This absence of a clean peak could
possibly cause an error in the asymmetries due
to gain shifts in the electronics. However, the
upper limit of this error was found from meas-
urements to be smaller than the statistical error.

In Fig. 1 our experimental results are plotted
together with the p -He* polarization at 40 MeV,
as predicted by Gammel and Thaler,* who cal-
culated the polarization from the p -He* elastic
scattering cross-section data observed by Brus-
sel and Williams.5 There is an appreciable dis-
agreement between the experimental data and the
theoretical curves in the angular region larger
than 80° c.m. This suggests that further theo-
retical analysis would be desirable. This work
is now underway at Livermore and Oak Ridge.®

The p-He* polarization at backward angles is
of practical interest for the production of high-
energy polarized protons by Rosen’s a-p recoil

1.0
(O] of
c =
2 -
k]
20
K] =
8 -
-0.5-
1.0 L1 L 1 L1 1 1
O 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 K0 180
© (C.M.in Degrees)
FIG. 1. Polarization in p—He4 scattering at 40 MeV.

The sign of P follows that of the Basel convention. The

three curves are the predictions of Gammel and Thaler,?
based on the phase shifts they calculated to give reason-
able fits to the measured elastic differential cross sec-

tions® and which suggest an “optical model” potential.
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method. Our results, together with the existing
lower energy data,” show that a high-intensity

o beam of any energy up to 160 MeV from an
AVF cyclotron can be conveniently used to pro-
duce highly polarized protons of energy up to
80 MeV.

The authors acknowledge the help of Dr. Guen-
ther Clausnitzer, who originated the develop-
ment of the polarized source at Minnesota, and
R. Gehrenbeck who helped in the collection of
data.

*Work supported in part by the U. S. Atomic Energy
Commission.

7On leave of absence from the Institute for Nuclear
Study, University of Tokyo, Tokyo, Japan.

!G. Clausnitzer, Suppl. Helv. Phys. Acta. VI, 35
(1961). Annual Progress Report, University of Minne-

sota Linear Accelerator Laboratory, 1960/61 (unpub-
lished).

21,. Rosen, J. E. Brolley, and L. Stewart, Phys.
Rev. 121, 1423 (1961).

3Annual Progress Report, University of Minnesota
Linear Accelerator Laboratory, 1961 (unpublished).

4J. L. Gammel and R. H. Thaler, Phys. Rev. 109,
2041 (1958).

5M. K. Brussel and J. H. Williams, Phys. Rev. 106,
286 (1957).

8R. Satchler and E. H. Schwarcz (private communica-
tion).

"For 10 MeV see reference 2. Gammel cited Rosen’s
14-MeV data in the Proceedings of a Symposium on
Polarization Processes below 50 MeV, National Insti-
tute of Research, Rutherford High-Energy Laboratory,
1961 (unpublished). For 15.5 MeV, K. W. Brockman, Jr.,
Suppl. Helv. Phys. Acta. VI, 259 (1961). According
to the unpublished data from Berkeley, the polarization
at 20 MeV has a maximum of 90% at about 130° cm.

POLARIZED TARGETS AS DIRECT REACTION MECHANISM PROBES*
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Recent advances both in low-temperature and
high-magnetic-field technology indicate that it is
quite feasible to consider the future availability
of polarized targets.! Theoretical studies have
already indicated the extent to which polarized
beams provide detailed information concerning
reaction mechanisms.? It is the purpose of this
Letter to indicate the added information to be
gained through the use of polarized targets. First,
there is the extra complexity of nuclear polariza-
tion, characterized by additional parameters, the
exact number being dependent on the spin of the
nucleus; but of much greater significance is the
fact that nuclear polarization effects highlight the
reaction mechanism?® in a much more direct way
than is the case for polarized projectiles if we
employ current reaction formulations. This holds
even in the case where the projectile and target
are of common spin, for example, in a deuteron
stripping process on a spin-1 target.

We consider a nucleus of spin a with component
a. Its polarization is conveniently designated by
the tensor*

pkK(a) =2, {aalplaa’y- (-l)a -@ (aa,a -a’lkk),
aa’
with 2 <2a. This tensor is defined in terms of an
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arbitrary density matrix, p. In most situations
the density matrix, p, will be diagonal if referred
to a polarization axis which defines the axis of
symmetry. We label the tensors in this diagonal
representation by the real parameters, ppg(a).

It is desirable to express the polarization ten-
sors in a coordinate system appropriate to the
reaction, say where the z axis is in the direction
of the incident beam and the y axis is normal to
the reaction plane. Then, the polarization is char-
acterized by the tensors,

~ *

Py (@ =1(4M 2 /kTp, (@)Y, (0, ¢),
where 6 and ¢ are the polar and azimuthal angles
of the quantization axis and quantities such as
(2x +1)2 are denoted by x. Parity considerations
show that, provided there is no measurement of
the polarization in the exit channel, these tensors
give rise to asymmetries in the azimuthal angular
distribution, which vary as cosx¢ or sink¢ accord-
ing as k is even or odd.

We shall use a distorted-wave formalism, mak-
ing the sole restriction that the distortion in each
channel be independent of nuclear spin. Other-
wise, we make no assumptions concerning the
spin-dependence of the interaction and, in par-
ticular, of the distortion in each channel. If we



