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ABSTRACT 

We propose to extend the use of the E-82 spectrometer in the 

beam M4 to a determination of the amplitude for regeneration 

of KS by electrons. This quantity is directly proportional to the· . 

rms neutral kaon charge radius, R2 NALis uniquely suited for such 

a determination, since the electron contribution to regeneration· is 

_ 7% at 100 GeV, and grows as the square root of the kaon momentum. 



The r is neutral 

albeit not quite 

it shows its charge Fadius 

to those who are bright.  

A photon exchange when properly done,  

Will suddenly turn a IS into a tS.. 
The regeneration, while admittedly rare,  

Is obviously proportional to the  

Where Zel "dovitch sweated, where Rubbia faltered, 

the state of the art must clearly be altered. 

We ask for no new beams, for no fancy device 

Just give us 90 shifts of running 

And that will suffice. 



COHERENT Ks REGENERATION BY ELECTRONS 

In our approved NAL proJ!osal, E-82, we briefly to our 

intention to study electron regeneration Cp.6). In the present 

proposal we wish to spell out the details of the experiment that we 

would like to perform. Since we intend to use the apparatus and the 

beam of E-82 without modifications, the experiment proposed here could 

be carried out in the near future. 

1. 	 Theoretical background.  
O O  

K and K have conjugate charge distributions, and will thus 

scatter from electrons with amplitudes fe,fe of equal magnitude and 

opposite sign. lience there exists a aTlJ.plitude 

(1) 

is proportional to R2 the rms charge radius of neutral 

kaons, viz. 

To predict the magnitude of K regeneration from electrons, one needs s 

hence an estimate of R2 ; conversely, a measurement of p (such as proposede 
here) serves essentially to determine R2. 

R2 can be predicted from the observed rate of e + e + K + K 

some vector dominance and 8U (3) assumptions), or from the "algebra of 

fields" considerations of Kroll) Lee and Zumino Pd t who giye 

In either case, we expect regeneration by electrons to be less strong than 



2  

predicted in the early work of Zeldovitch [2J , corresponding to 21 mb. 

An important fact the experiment proposed here is that fe 

is independent of It, the KL momentum" whereas the corresponding (and domi-

nant) nuclear amplitude SN is expected to decrease as k-l / 2 • Thus the 

relative importance of electron regeneration increases with k !> making 

the experiment particularly suited for NAL. 

2. Principle of the experiment. 

The principle which we propose to adopt for measuring e is essentially 

the same as that used by the group in. tlleii" experiment directed 

at the same gOal[3J (for facilitating the reviewer's task, we enclose a 

copy of this reference). There are, however, certain important differences 

of method rather than of principle between our approach and that of Ref, 3; 

these will be discussed later on (see Section 3) 

The so-called !ltransmission regeneration!! amplitude f at the exit of 

a slab of number density N and thickness L (thin compared to the mean 

decay length, A(k) ) is given (per KL) by 

(4 ) 

The intensity of transmission....regenerated· K I is 
2 s 

Ntr = jpl2 = (2n NL) 
k 

where we have neglected attenuation in the slab , and CP-interference effects 

behind it. Since terms quadratic in will always be negligible in 

practice, we can make the approximation 
e 

Zf 21(O) 
+ 2 Re J (6)

.. 

The essential point is that can be determined independently from 

the so-called diffraction regeneration extra.pola.tel to:t= a" I{!iBn -momentum is 

http:Aachen-C~ori.no
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transferred to the scattering centers, then these act incoherently among 

each other and lead (again neglecting attenuation and CP-effects)t0 the 

generated KS intensity. 

j 

again neglecting the electron term. In a more convenient notation, one 

has 

diff ;f',N" ( ) 2 
: Ct} ='lrNL I (8) 

k 

to t = 0 (see Fig. 1) yields dN/dt (0), and one can rewrite 

( 6) in terms of observed quantities 

trN Z 
1;;"NL (dN/dt(O))At = 1 + 2 Re fN (0) 

21 

or RObS! 471" NL = 1 + e 

where RObsNtr /At is the well.,..known \IGood ratio" (for a thin slab)) 

and t:' the quantity to be dete;rmined. Thus the experiment) in its ideal-

ized version, consists in measuring R b . o s 

At this point it is interesting to estimate numerically 

Z 
€ = 2 Re --::-:----, (10}

CO)/k' 

For Pb ( f - f ) /k :;;; 82 x 3.65 x 10-3 = 0.30 mb according to Eqn., e e 

(2,3) (note that this quantity is real and momentum-independent); on' 

the other hand, (fn - fn)/k has at 4 GeV a modulus of 32 mb, and a 
o [3.1

phase of -135 Thus 

0.30 12cCPb , 4 GeV) = .,..1.,4$'32 
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It anticipated that (see our proposal for E-82) the nucleon amplitudes 
- - . "",1/2(f--fl!k fall as k , and we assume that the nuclear regeneration exhibits 

the same momentum dependence (this assumption was borne out by detailed 

optical model calculations). Thus € is expected to grow as , yielding 

typically 

a large effect. 

3. The actual experimental method. 

In the idealized experiment described in the previous section, it is 

the departure of the observed Good ratio R b' from its tltheoretical" value o s 
which yields e. In actual practice, some of the simplifying assumptions 

used in the derivation above do not hold, i.e. 

(a) the slab thickness L may not be small in terms of A(k), the 

mean decay length of Kst;,s; 

(b) L may not be small in terms of liN aT ; the mean free path for 

interactions in the regenerator; 

(c) Instead of the regenerated Ks intensity)one has to consider the 

corresponding amplitude and CP interference effects downstream of the 

regenerator. 

Of these, (a) is least relevant at our energies. 1\(100 GeV) is 500 cm, 

far greater than L for any practical regenerator. 

Assumption (b) is most serious. Aside from attenuation (which is the 

for KL and Ks!) multiple scattering effects arise in a "thick" 

regenerator, affecting the Good ratio drastically. Piccioni and his 

collaborators C41 have presented an analytic approximation for the "modified" 

Good ratio, while Foeth et aL bl have treated the same problem by Monte 



Carlo techniques. In either case, the result depends on the nuclear 

parameters aT' and da21/dt, and these must be well-known toa22 
make an adequately accurate of the Good ratio possible. 

Corrections due to CP interference effects are comparatively easy 

to handle, In a sense they are complementary to the multiple scatter..,. 

ing effects, since they are to apply to "strong", i. e. thick, 

regenerators. 

Note that in the case of the experiment, [31, for 

which Eqn, (11). predicts a net effect E: =....1.4% t..:iie:' vari6iiscOrret!t::.. 

ions to the "ideal" Good ratio amounted to about 30%. 

Our approach is to decouple ourselves as much as possible from the 

dependence of Reo (the Good ratio calculated for' the. convergent series' 

corresponding to infinitely many' possible scattering in the regeneratorr 
on the nuclear parameters in question. In other words we seek. that 

"magic length't L fOr which Eoo exhibits an extremum respect to these o 
parameters, 

It is convenient to measure the regenerator length in uni.ts of the 

interaction mean free path. ]..1 = lIN a,-, i e.. L/]..1 = LNO'\" = j(.. We fi.nd. 

:tl!at the magic length is x'o = 2. Note that since N,.." the intensity of 
I=> 

coherently (tramsmission) regenerated KS ts goes (for L/A « 1) as 

:x;,2 e-x , xo =. 2 corresponds to the maximum possible I<S intensity 

(per incident KL)' 
To obtain this result, we first consider Reo in the absence of 

CP...violating interference effects (for L/A <;:<; I) as given by Ref, 4. 

n(n-l) 
If22 CO)l2 



--

471' 
k 

471' 
k 

6 

.2 If 22(0)r 271'  
where G ( =0) ------ A = , and R = 471'NL(1+E) is.,the n n 0'22 K 0 

Good ratio in the o'f mui fiple s'catterin'g; an'd CP interference. 

This formula can be simplified by noting that f 22 = Cf + fJ/2 is  

essentially purely imaginary at the energies of interest here.. Thus  

(131 

° 22 , 	 is given bY'Flf'2212, andthe elastic scattering cross 

it is useful to introduce the variable a =0'22/ O'T' With these notations  

one has  

La 
R /R = Eo 00 

n=l 

Using the optical model and the measured charged total cross 

sections (extrapolated to 100 GeV) as input parameters, we have computed 

the relevant amplitudes and cross sections for Fb; our results are given 

Table Since the charge averaged cross sections. are, for k > ,20 GeV/c, 

anticipated (at the 1% level) to be momentum indeEendent, a is also expect-

ed to be so. 

Fig. 2 shows a plot of R /R as a function of calculated with 
00 0 

a = 0.319 (see Table I). Since a is k-.:.independent, this curve is Ituni_  

versal". With 13.1 cm t L is 26.2 em and t =L/A = 26.2/500 = 0.052  o  
for k = 100 GeV/c. As t « 1, the thin slab approximation is valid, and  

excludes any additional momentum dependence of L •  o 
The prime question of interest is the sensitivity of Roo to the 

! 	 nuclear parameters or and 0'22 for X = Xo since these are not too 

known a priori. We find that Roo changes by 2.0% for a 1% change in q22 
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and by 0,5% for a 1% change in crT' Before accepting the regenerator of 

'"magic thickness It, we have to remove the last simplifying assumption 

made above, i.e. we have to allow for CP interference effects down-

stream the regenerator,As is well-known, interference between 
, 

transmission regenerated and decays yields the 21f-distribution: 

trans 2 f-t/1: / n+-/p 2' -tiT'
L + 2In+-/p I e-t / 2Ts cos(Alnt I = C Ipl l S + I 1" 2'1r 

which can be fitted t6 yield tp/n1J . 900 ) the dif. 

fraction regenerated component has a distribution: 

2=(clp1 /R ) ; (,ax)n-,l ..;.)J+ln /p"1 2...1:. e-t/TL
2n 2 o n=l (n-l)! LE +"'" , n 

+2(2:l\: -1) In 'pI 1. e-t/ 2,s cos 
n +- n j

,,' "',,"' 0 
where p=f::n(0)/f22(0). and 90. Interestingly enough 

p" = p for the"magic If thickness Xo = 2! Integration over m Kg 

lifetimes yields (with m 's« 'Ll  

m 1_e-ril + r n+jP 12 m + 2 In+_/pi [1 - e- / 2{sin m/2 + cos m/ 2 } J 
R /R =: ,! 

2 -m/2 m
,0 _1)2(l_e..,n)+mln+jp'1 _ 2{ -1) In+;;/p'l [l-e (sin 2 + 

As seen in Fig. 3, if we integrate over a fixed distance in the lab, B /R 
co Q 

is practically momentum independent. 

Thus, including CP-effects, x "'2 remains that "magic" slab thick-o 
ness for which the predicted Good ratio is particularly insensitive to 

nuclear parameters. We shall describe the requisite ancillary measure-

ments of the latter in the next section. 

There is one effect which we have not mentioned so far. In addition 

to KS regeneration by transmission and by elastic also 

elastic regeneration can occur, i.e. the process Kt + nucleus +KS + nucleus 

+' hadrons (or + nuclear fragments + hadrons). This process which. is due 

to the inelastic scattering of KO,Ko 
on nucleons, has a vastly different 

t-dependence from that of ordinary diffraction regeneration [0'2.1 (tL is 
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governed by the nuclear SiZe!] but nevertheless constitutes a background 

to the latter. Thus dNdiff/dt(O) is "contaminated" by inelastic regeneration. 

This contamination" is hard to calculate theoretically, but could amount to 
.,.10%.[5). Wanting to determine the'Good ratio to 1%, i.t will hence probably 
be sufficient to determine this background experimentally to 10% accuracy; 
such a determination can be done (a) by exploiting the different t-dependence, 

(b J by suitable co-incidence or 8.I'lticoincidence requirements (51 involving 
the u,nwanted secondaI:ies. 

It should also be pointed out that the transmission and 

diffraction regenerated events should have the momentum (k) dis-

tribution (to the extent that the GOOd ratio is momentum independent) ,thus 

providing an easy check for the contamination in question. 

4. Ancillary Measurements. 

a} of crT 
, 

The attenuation of KL mesons is easily measured by standard "good 

transmission techniques? i.e. by inserting material in the KB 
beam far upstream of the usual regenerator position. The transm.itted 

KL \s can be detected either via their copious K!3modes, or by using a 

thick regenerator as a I'converter" (to KS+21T), or even via the rare 

+. - 111KL+1T'If mode. In either case, lp accuracy in O'T is easily obtained. The 

"magic thickness" of the regenerator actually to be used in the experi..... 

ment proper is also readily checked by transmission. 

b) Measurement of 022 

We recall that 0'22 :::: Sdn IfnC,e,)[ 2 and that f22(01- is essentially 

pure imaginary. Thus lf22(Ol\ is given directly by 0' while the  
T  

angular (or t) dependence is most easily obtained from a measurement of  

021 and an appeal to the optical model. Table II, based on detailed 
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calculations, shows that while 021 and the differential cross section 

d 022/dt vary with the nuclear shape parameters, 'Wi"h bite uuclear 

the integral 022 is very insensitive to the latter 

(which are, in the case of Ph, already rather well knownt5J), Thus a 

measurement of 021 basically constitutes a determination of 022' 

There also direct methods for determining 022' e.g. 
I 

the diffraction of (detected via the mode) or of KS's from a 

short-lived beam {such as built for E...81. 

,(c) 	. Measurement of 021 

This is readily done by measuring the diffraction regeneration 

dOll/dt from a moderately thin regenerator (to keep multiple scatter-

ing effects down). 

(d) 	 Measurement of inelastic 

This can be done in a number of ways. The simplest is to see (with 

a moderately thin regenerator) how the minima of the diffraction regene.... 

ration distribution d021/dt) get "filled inlt by the inelastic 

and in fact to follow that distribution out to large t fS where the 

elastic events should practically vanish. A more direct wa:y is to 

trigger only on inelastic events, requiring a charged secondary from 

the regenerator in coincidence with the usual 2n-trigger. Finally, one 

can regeneration of inelastic events by a suitable anti-

coincidence requirement. This requires a special run at very low neutral 

beam rates, since the anticoincidence would otherwise be constantly Iton'!. 

5. 	 of experiment and running times. 

Since we expect a 7% effect? € ,at 100 GeV, we set ourselves the 
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goal to measure R to 1% at this energy and to be able to predict 
obs 

to 1.5%) yielding a combined error of 8% in E . This prediction of 

requires a determination of Of, to 0.5% and of 022 to 0.75%. 

Of course, 100 GeY is just an arbitrarily chosen reference energy, 

since all KL > 30 GeY are studied simultaneously. Fig. 4 shows the KL 
spectrum predicted for our line, as well as the number of KS'S 

regenerated by a Pbblock of '1magic lt thickness Lo <::! 26 em and accepted 

by our spectrometer. 

Assume that we require 105 regenerated 100 GeY events to measure 

R to 1% (Note that in Ref. 3 80K events were collected to deter-
obs 

12. t" Imine R b to lp/}."qf , 5 t • mg pro onsAt the time of writing, a xlO 
o B  

burst appear to be a reasonable estimate. This yields 1 regenerated .  
+ . . 

and KS 11" 11" events at (J.OO ± 10 GeV) /burst, or ,..18K such events/ 

day,. Thus. we could, in Erinciple 1 collect the main of data in ('(,5 days 

(.15 shifts L of running, achieving our stated statistical goals at 100 GeV 

and exceeding them at lower momenta. In Eractice, we may need more time, 

Under the running conditions stated above, we Eredict a total rate of 

detected 211"-events of " 'Whether we can handle such a larse 

rate, depends on the number of unwanted triggers (neutron stars, 

rejected leptonic decays, ete.), the length of the spill, the time-

structure of the beam etc, It is clear that with a wire-

spark chamber spectrometer such as currently operated by us and as des-

cribed in our proposal (E-82), and a spill of 300 msec? one would be 

limited to 50 total events/burst, corresponding to perhaps 5 tlgood tl 
.s:... 

events/burst. Thus one would have to run with a 5 times lower beam 

intensity CIa interacting protons/burst) for 25 days (75 shifts). 
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The ancillary measurements discussed in Section 4 would require, 

even with such a reduced beam, at most another 5 days (15 shifts). 

Since our proposal E.,..82 was submitted (August, 1970), we have 

greatly improved our spectrometer. Hodoscopes and MWPCts have been 

added to act as roadmaking devices, and an elaborate on-line process-

ing system (involving two Supernovas in addition to our standard 

processor, the ASI-6040), has been assembled. This is however not 

all: in view of the present CJJne 19731 status of the structure and 
\ 

length of the beam spill at NAL, we are currently building a full 

complement of M"WPC ts sufficient to replace all the wire ....spark. chambers 

in our initially proposed setup. These will have been built 

and tested by the fall of 1973, and they should certainly be operation-

al well before the experiment proposed here could be scheduled. The 

construction of these chambers and of the associated electronics is 

being greatly helped by the expertise gained by our supporting staff in 

connection with other NAL projects (e.g. Mo.,.p scattering1. 
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TABLE I. Optical Model Galculations for Pb 

= 18.2 mb[a}Inputs: 

55 GeV/c 

f(K-)f) assumed pure imaginary.  

f{K+J() have real parts chosen to yield $21 = -135°.  

Extrapolation to 100 GeV:  

a.,lK+p) = 18.5mb 0T(K+n) =18.8 mb  

0T(K-p) = 20.2 mb °T'I K - n ) = 19. 4 mb 

Same assumptions for amplitudes. 
1 

Nuclear model: pp=p n = C[l + e{r - (r in fm. ) 

Output: 55 GeV/c: (f - f)/k = 9.98 mb ° = 2329 mb[c) 
T 

022 = 742 mb 021 = 0.631 mb 

100 GeV/c: (f - r)/k = 7.41 mb ° = 2329 mbT 
022= 742 mb 021 = 0.348 rob 

fTZ2 
.ll = l/Ncr = 13.1 cm ct = r;.- ,= 0.319T T 

[a 1 Phys. Lett. 36B, 415 (1971).  

(b 1 Denisov et al., contributed paper No. 924 at the 1972 NAL Conference.  

[cJ At 9 Lakin et al. measure 0T = 2307 (55)mb.  



TABLE II. 	 Dependence of Optical Model Results for Pb on Nuclear Parameters  

(Input at 55 GeVI c as in Table I)  

Nuclear Density Distribution C 11 
\ 

*' 	 *' , 2 r (fm) rn(fIn) a (fIn) an(fm} crT (,mb) 0'22 (mb) 0'21 (mb) tl(GeV) 2 t2(GeY)p 	 p 

6.60 6.60 0.50 0.,05 2329 742 0.631 -.0098 ..... 0378 

6.60 6,60 0,50 0.68 2464 747 0.761 -.0,092 -..0354 

6.60 7.29 0.50 0.50 2378 736 0.,618 ..... 0090- .... ,0333 

*' t l ,t are the positions of the first and second diffraction minima in dcr22/dt2 
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Including C P effects 
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Figure 	3 
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Since submitting the original proposal, we have refined the original estimates 
of the requisite running times. The major change is that the actual Ky fluxes in 
the M4 beam line, as determined in E-82. are significantly lower than those anticipated 
from a Hagedorn-Ranft type calculation -(see Fig. 1). In addition, we improperly 
calculated the running time by scaling the number of transmitted events of Foeth 
et al., but in actuality it is the diffracted events which dominate the statistical 
accuracy of the experiment. These changes have led us to rethink our approach to 
determining the effect of the KS regeneration off electrons. 

As outlined in our proposal, we have set ourselves the goal of measuring the 
observed tlH.L. Good" ratio to 1% for kaon momenta of 100±10 GeV/c. Since the ratio 
of transmission regenerated events t0 di2fraction regenerated events in a small 
momentum transfer interval 2Ic ) is »1, the statistical error in the 
"Good ratio" is determined by the number of diffraction regenerated events in this 
t interval. The minimum running time to collect a given number of such events occurs 
for x=l, i.e. a 1 interaction length regenerator. Fortunately, the dependence on the 
nuclear parameters 0 22 and at t I' as discussed in our proposal, is about the Same as 
for the originally proposed x=2. (This is because the increased dependence 
on x is compensated for by a decreased dependence on a - See Equation 14 of Proposal #226.) 

Even with this rate optimization, the loss of flux leads to prohibitively long 
running times in M4, the 7.5 mrad neutral beam. It is, however, now experimentally 
known that in M3 (1 mrad beam) a much larger flux is available, particularly around 
100 GeV/c.Using the M3 beam, we propose to attain the goals of our proposal in 1600 
hours. (We assume the use of 50cm of Al to decrease the n/K ratio in M3. This yields 
a factor of 10 more flux at 100 GeV/c than presently available in M4, if we use 
the results of Longo et al.) An alternative scheme, which we have not yet fully 
explored, is to increase the solid angle acceptance of the M4 beam line. 

The critical reader will now raise the point whether our spectrometer can stand 
the increased trigger rate in M3. The answer is affirmative, based on 
the fact that we have been working on the full conversion to MWPC's for the past 
2 years. The system, 5 planes (8000 wires), is about ready for testing and should 
be available for operation by the time we are to move into }[3. 

Many aspects of this experiment do not require the high flux of M3 and can be 
explored with the present flux in M4. These include determination of the nuclear 
parameters aT and 0 optimization of anticounter configurations near the22 , regenerator used to suppress inelastic KS regeneration and neutron induced events, 
and the study of our ability to clearly the diffraction regeneration 
events from a lead regenerator. The measurement of aT in "H4 is expected to take 
about 200 hours with our present apparatus. 

In summary, we would like to perform the experiment in t\vO steps: 

Phase I: 	Preliminary measurements and determination of some nuclear parameters, 
hours in beam M4. 

Phase II: Electron regeneration proper, 1600 hours in beam M3. 

We note that we can begin Phase I with our present setup before the long 
hydrogen target needed to complete E-82 (our current effort) becomes available. 
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