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The low-energy spectrum of electrons emitted while bombarding a titanium target with
B-particles obtained from a tritium source has been studied using the (e )-coincidence method.
To reveal common features and distinctions of this process for different charged particles under
the same experimental conditions, including the same target, similar measurements are carried
out using a-particles ejected in the decay of 2*%Pu. It is shown that the ionization of atoms in
the target at its bombardment with charged particles can be represented in the both cases as a

result of the shake-off process.

Keywords: reflection, passing through, near zero electrons (eg-electrons), shake-off effect,

microchannel plates (MCP)

1. Introduction

The low-energy spectrum of electrons arising ow-
ing to the bombardment of a titanium target with
tritium-emitted G-particles can be presented as a re-
sult of the shake-off effect. The latter is a quantum-
mechanical transition of the system (atom) from the
initial nonexcited state ¢ to a final state f under
the influence of a sudden perturbation % induced
by the interaction between the charge of a (-particle
that passes by with the velocity V3 and the charge
of an atomic electron at the time moment of their
closest approach. As the “suddenness” of the shake-
off effect, we mean that the emergence or variation
of a charge occurs within a short time interval 7,
much shorter than the period of atom transition from
the initial i-th state into the final f-th one, so that
T3 = V%} < 27rw]7i1, where wy; is the transition fre-
quency.

The shake-off effect can be observed in the case
where a sudden excitation arises spontaneously in a
system at rest, e.g., at the 8-decay, as well as when a
charged particle moves near the target, at the time
moment of its closest approach to target’s atoms,
when the probability of the shake-off event becomes
dependent on the particle velocity V3. In the former
case, a modification of the interaction Hamiltonian

© A.I FEOKTISTOV, V.T. KUPRYASHKIN,
L.P. SIDORENKO, N.F. KOLOMIETS,
A.V. KOVALENKO, V.A. LASHKO, 2013

10

looks like Hy — Hg+ AH, and this case is called the
shake-off of the “switched-on interaction type”. In
the latter case, the Hamiltonian modification has the
form Hy — Hy + AH — Hy, and this case is called
the shake-off of the “scattering interaction type” [1].
Within the shake-off period 7,, the wave function

wgo) (q) of initial state of Hamiltonian Hy has no time
to change [2] at the place, where the electron interact-
ing with the particle charge is located, and almost all
electrons in the atom remain at their places, except
for the interacting electron, which transits onto an
empty atomic level or becomes emitted into vacuum,
leaving the final state of atom, w;‘c(q), with a vacancy
in the shell from which it was “shaken off”.

By researching the angular distribution of elec-
trons emitted from the target surface at its bombard-
ment with a-particles, we revealed a number of elec-
tron emission types depending on the electron ori-
gin [3]. In the “forward” or transmission geometry,
an a-particle, when leaving the target, induces the
emission of electrons from the target surface. In this
case, we have three types of electron emission. These
are electrons with a near-zero energy (eg-electrons),
which are shaken off from the target surface into vac-
uum owing to their interaction with a suddenly arisen
motionless charge of ionized atoms that are located
near the surface, as in the case of radioactive decay,
and eg-electrons, which are shaken off directly at their
interaction with the passing-by charged particle. The
kinetic energy of eg-electrons, F, does not exceeds a
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few electronvolts, and their binding energy at the sur-
face, E,, is lower than 1 €V (see the relevant discus-
sion below). The angular distribution of eg-electrons
is directed strongly forward, along the normal to the
surface.

Two other types of electron emission — in this case,
we deal with fast es-electrons — are connected with
the excitation of atoms at the time moment, when
a charged particle passes by. If those atoms are in
the target bulk, the shake-off stimulates an electron
to transit onto an empty atomic level and a vacancy
to emerge at the place, where the electron was lo-
cated earlier. After the vacancy has been filled, the
processes of Auger recombination take place, the re-
sult of which consists in that the fast e}q—electrons,
which are engaged into those processes, can migrate
toward the surface and escape into vacuum. They
can be regarded as witnesses of the shake-off effect
in the target. Their angular distribution should be
isotropic, and we observed that in work [3].

At last, if a charged particle, when leaving the tar-
get, invokes a shake-off effect for electrons in the
atoms located at the surface, the fast e’-electrons
are emitted into vacuum, which is accompanied by
the emergence of vacancies in atoms at the places
of electron escape. Since the e;—electrons immedi-
ately penetrate into vacuum, their energy spectrum
is not distorted, and it can be compared with the
spectrum obtained theoretically in the framework of
the shake-off effect model. (In this work, the spectra
of e’-electrons with energies below 400 ¢V will be con-
sidered. At higher energies, some spectral distortions
may appear, e.g., due to the “tails” induced by con-
voy electrons.) The distribution of e’]}—electrons over
the angles of their emission from the target is close
to the cosine one, cos 6, where 6 is the angle between
the direction of e}—electron emission and the normal
to the surface at the surface point, where the charged
particle escapes into vacuum [3].

In the reflection geometry, i.e. while registering the
electrons emitted from the surface at the time mo-
ment when a charged particle is penetrating into the
target, we observe eg-electrons emitted mainly along
the normal to the surface and, as it was in the case of
the transmission measurements, the isotropic distri-
bution of fast e‘]?—electrons. Hence, in both the “trans-
mission” and “reflection” measurements, we see near-
zero eg-electrons and Auger e’;‘—electrons, whereas e;}—
electrons are observed only in the transmission geom-
etry. Since the e?—electrons emitted from the target
surface get directly into vacuum, this circumstance
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enables a comparison of measured low-energy spectra
of electrons with theoretical ones to be made, as was
done by us, while studying the passage of a-particles
through Al, Cu, and Au targets [4-6]. The results
of those researches demonstrated the adequacy of re-
garding the ionization of an atom by a passing-by
particle as one of the shake-off effect manifestations.

In this work, we continued those researches. Now,
as charged particles, we used (-particles with low en-
ergies emitted by decaying tritium atoms. As a tar-
get, we choose titanium. For the sake of compari-
son between the common and different features in the
influence of a- and S-particles on the shake-off pro-
cess, we also carried out measurements for a-particles
emitted by 23®Pu atoms under the same experimen-
tal conditions and with the same target, as in the
experiment with the tritium decay. In addition, since
tritium plays an important role in science and engi-
neering, the obtained results may turn out useful in
those domains.

2. Relations for Physical Quantities
Describing the Shake-off Effect

The basic formula that describes the probability for
an e;—electron at the surface to escape into vacuum
owing to its excitation by the interaction with a
charged particle that suddenly passes by it looks like

N 2
dW (E) = < (ZPﬁ> /¢}¢£O)dq LEQGZE.
Vo \ r (E+ E,)

(1)
The first two multipliers determine the probability for
the electron to be excited. The longer the excitation,
the higher is the probability; of course, provided that
the condition for the shake-off effect to take place,
ie. 73 K 27rw;i1, is obeyed. The smallest proba-
bility of excitation takes place if the particle moves
with the light velocity ¢. Although the dimensional-
ity of the transferred excitation probability is defined
as the squared energy, it is divided in formula (1) by
the squared energy, (E + E,)?. The probability for
the system to transit from the i-th state into the f-th
one with a vacancy emerging instead of the emitted
electron is determined by a square of matrix element
composed of the coordinate parts of wave functions
for the stationary states, ¥ (q,t) = ¢ (¢) exp (—ZE%)
At last, the last multiplier before dE corresponds to
the differential distribution of electrons over their en-
ergies in the continuous spectrum after the shake-off
event. The quantity bv/E = v is the statistical distri-
bution of the electron level density in the final state
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V2m3V,

of a continuous bpectrum where b = Y=< m is
the electron mass, V, = 2, and x is the average dis-
tance between electrons capable of being shaken off
into vacuum.

Hence, the first multipliers before the matrix ele-
ment in Eq. (1) describe the first stage of the shake-
off process. Namely, they determine the probability
of excitation transfer, which depends on the velocity
of charged particles. The other multipliers are related
to the second stage of the shake-off process. In partic-
ular, they determine the probability for the system to
transit from the initial state into the final one and the
distribution of electrons over the energy in the con-
tinuous spectrum. The second stage does not depend
on the kind of particles and their motion, although it
is impossible alone, without the first stage.

While deriving expression (1), we used the formulas
of perturbation theory in the first order of smallness
for the time-dependent transitions at a sudden exci-
tation of the system, which can be found in works [2—
7], and appended them by the expression describing
the process of electron shake-off into the continuous
spectrum and the factor c¢/v, that makes allowance
for the charge motion at the time moment of excita-
tion transfer [8]. The excitation is totally transferred
to the shaken-off electron, and the system remains
with a vacancy in the shell, from which the electron
was shaken off. Then, for e}-electrons at the surface,
we have

(Ze> E+ E,. (2)

Ta

Although the transition probability of the system
from the initial i-th state into a final f-th one does
not depend on the excitation energy, the condition

r < Tmax, Where rp.. = Z”e for ef -electrons, must
be satisfied, nevertheless. From the uncertainty re-
lation, it follows that, at the time moment when the
excitation is transferred from the charged particle to
an electron in the atom the uncertainty in the trans-
ferred energy AE = I is several times larger than the
very magnitude of thls excitation, I/ = Awy;, so that
the main requirement of suddenness can be rewritten
in the form % = “771 > 1. At the time moment of
perturbation, the energy transferred to electrons be-
comes uncertain. Therefore, the perturbation mag-
nitude can be determined only after the energy of
emitted electron has been measured, and the calcula-
tion by formula (2) has been carried out. Formula (2)
can also be applied to find the distance r, at which
the particle is passed by the shaken-off electron.

12

In the case of the charged particle passage through
the target surface, the yield of e}—electrons, T(F), in
the energy interval from 0 to F is determined by the

formula
E
7,2\ 2 E
r(E):WC(f’e)’/ww;” b/ \fd _
Up X
0
i \/EdE
=B = BF (E), (3)
(E+ E,)°
0
E
/ EdE 1 [E VE
5 arctg — ,
E+ E, ~ VE, E, E+E,
0
F(0)=0 (4)

Formula (3) follows from formula (1) if one takes into
account that the charged particle that crosses the tar-
get surface can interact with electrons of atoms that
are located at the surface. If the intersection point of
the charged particle path with the surface is consid-
ered as a circle center, then every electron within the
ring w72, — 7, when interacting with the charged
particle, obtains the excitation energy necessary for
it to be shaken off into vacuum with an energy from
0 to E, depending on its location. At r > rpax, no
shake-off event can take place because of the violation
of the energy conservation law. At the same time, in
the circle with the radius less than r, i.e. at the energy
higher than E, the shake-off effect can also be not con-
sidered, because there are no such levels in the final
state of the continuous spectrum in the interval from
0 to E. The number of e}—electrons located in the ring
from r to r + dr that can be shaken off into vacuum
is determined by the expression ‘777‘2 — wrfnax| /22,
where 22 is the surface area per one electron that
can be shaken off into vacuum. At different points
within the ring, electrons obtain different perturba-
tion energies. However, owing to the sudden charac-
ter of the perturbation and the uncertainty relation,
the transferred perturbation becomes larger than the
perturbation itself, and all electrons become indistin-
guishable with respect to the energy. The dependence
of the shake-off probability on the electron energy is
governed by the second stage of the process. The ex-
pression for the ring area by means of the absolute
value is associated with a necessity — just in that or-
der! — to put it in agreement with the integration
limits over the energy from 0 to E in the formula for
F(E). Moreover, in what follows, the quantity mr2

max
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is multiplied by F(0) = 0 and excluded from the fur-
ther consideration. Therefore, the first stage of the
shake-off process is responsible for the coefficient

2 2
c mr? (Z€2> c (zpez)
emo(E) L
5 :
vp T r vp \ T

If the shake-off of an electron does not take place,
the charged particle recovers the perturbation energy
from the electron, and this scenario is similar to the
procedure of insertion and removal of a probe charge.

3. Experimental Part

The low-energy spectrum of ionization electrons,
which arose after a tritium-emitted (-particle had
passed through the titanium target, was studied with
the use of the method of (fe)-coincidences in time
and applying the decelerating voltage U (the retard-
ing potential) in the electron registration channel.
The dependence of the rate of time-coincidence count-
ing on the decelerating voltage applied to the target
was measured. The temporal spectra of coincidences
were registered on a multichannel analyzer ORTEC-
NORLAND.

The measurements were carried out in two exper-
imental geometries depicted in Fig. 1. In the “trans-
mission” setup (Fig. 1,a), tritium source S together
with collimator K was arranged near target T as is
exhibited in the figure. A self-supporting titanium
film 0.4 pm in thickness served as a target. It was
oriented at an angle of 45° with respect to the (-
particle beam, so that the total path passed by (-
particles in the film amounted to 0.57 pm. After (-
particles had passed through the target, they arrived
at a microchannel plate (MCP) detector, MCPq, ar-
ranged at a distance of 6 cm and were registered by
it. The latter consisted of two microchannel plates
combined with each other in the form of a chevron.
At the same time, eg-, ef-, and ez}-—electrons emitted
from the target when a (-particle passed through it
were registered by another detector, MCPs. Detec-
tor MCP; was mounted immovably in the vacuum
chamber, whereas all other constructional elements—
MCPy, S, K, and T—were mounted on shaft O (the
rotation axis). This arrangement enabled the angu-
lar distribution of electrons arriving at MCP5 at their
coincidence in time with (-particles to be measured.
The target, the collimator, and the source had the
identical potential U, which could be changed in the
course of measurements. The chamber vacuum pres-
sure was maintained at a level of 5 x 1075 mm Hg.
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Fig. 1. (a) Transmission and (b) reflection experimental se-
tups: source S, target T, detectors MCP; and MCP2, collima-
tor K, and rotation axis O

In the “reflection” experimental geometry
(Fig. 1,b), a p[-particle detector MCP; was ar-
ranged immediately behind the target, whereas
source S (without the collimator) was removed onto
the previous place of MCP detector. In this fashion,
MCP; detector registered eg- and e-electrons emit-
ted when an (-particle penetrated into the target, to
which the potential U was applied. The same target
surface was studied in both setups.

As a radioactive source, we used a spot of tritium
7.5 mm in diameter inserted into a titanium substrate
35 mm in diameter. The average energy of tritium-
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Fig. 2. Spectra of (Be)- (left panels) and (ce)-coincidences (right panels) in time measured at various retarding potentials at
the target in “transmission” (curves 1) and “reflection” (curves 2) experiments. N} is the number of analyzer channel
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emitted (-particles amounted to 5.69+0.02 keV with
an energy maximum of 18 keV, and the source activity
was 5x 107 Bq. To simplify calculations, we neglected
a small number of J-particles emitted with energies
from 16 to 18 keV and regarded the electron distri-
bution in the hard spectral range as a hypotenuse of
the rectangular triangle. In the transmission geom-
etry, owing to the absorption of (-particles, detec-
tor MCP; registered only electrons with the initial
energy higher than 8.4 keV, which corresponded to
the mean free path of electrons in the target depth.
The average velocity of (-particles leaving the tar-
get was Vg = 3.8 x 10° cm/s, and their average en-
ergy was E = 3.7 keV, which will be discussed be-
low. In the reflection geometry, the average energy
of those (-particles entering the target, which could
pass through it and be registered by detector MCP1,
amounted to 11 keV, which corresponded to their av-
erage velocity Vs = 6.3 x 10 cm/s.

At measurements with «-particles, the tritium
source was simply substituted by a 238Pu source from
the OSAI collection of standard spectrometric alpha-
particle sources — a reference source for spectrom-
etry with the energy of a-particles £ = 5.5 MeV.
For a-particles, the target was rather thin; there-
fore, their energies at entering the target and leav-
ing it were practically identical, so that their velocity
V, = 1.6 x 10 cm/s was adopted in both cases.

In Fig. 2, the fragments of the time coincidence
spectra measured in the transmission (curves 1) and
reflection (curves 2) geometries at various values of
retarding potential U are depicted. The left and right
panels illustrate the spectra obtained for the passage
of 8- and a-particles, respectively, through the target.
One can see from the figure that, if the retarding po-
tential U = 0 V, the spectra demonstrate two peaks:
from eo- (the left peak) and es-electrons (the right
one). As the potential grows, the intensity of eg-peak
rapidly falls down, and it almost completely disap-
pears at the energy eU = 24 eV. We have studied
the properties of eg-electrons thoroughly enough in
works [9-12]; therefore, we dwell now on them only
shortly. For the illustrative purpose, in Fig. 3, the
dependence N(E = eU) obtained while measuring
the coincidences of eg-electrons and tritium-emitted
[B-particles in the transmission geometry and U vary-
ing from +24 to —10 eV is shown by curve 1. The
increase in the number of coincidences Ng, at U < 0
is associated with an increase of the space angle at
the electron registration by detector MCPy owing
to an increase of the extraction voltage applied be-
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Fig. 3. Spectra of electrons shaken off owing to their inter-
action with tritium-emitted B-particles obtained in “transmis-
sion” measurements: (1) delay curve (the integrated spectrum
of electrons in the energy interval from Emax to E = eU),
(2,A) integrated distribution of ep-electrons in the energy in-
terval from 0 to E, and (8) energy distribution of electrons
calculated by formula (4) for the shake-off effect with E, =
= 0.6 eV. The inset demonstrates the differential distribution
of ep-electrons calculated for this binding energy by formula (3)

tween the target and the detector. We shall con-
sider the energy distribution of eg-electrons only in
the interval from 0 to F and in terms of the difference
NaA(E)=N(0) — N(E) = AF(E) between the num-
ber of (Bep)-coincidences in the intervals from Epax
to 0, i.e. N(0), and from Fy.x to E, ie. N(E),
where F(E) is the theoretical distribution of shaken
off ep-electrons calculated by formula (4). As one can
see from Fig. 3, the experimental distribution Na (E)
agrees well with the theoretical one (curve ). Fitting
was carried out using the least-squares method. The
calculated binding energy of electrons at the surface
of a Ti target was found to equal E,, = 0.6 + 0.1 eV,
and A = 2274 + 255.

Now, let us return to studying the time spectra of
coincidences for fast eg-electrons. Some of their frag-
ments are shown in Fig. 2. Owing to a considerable
number of random coincidences obtained in the “re-
flection” spectra owing to tritium-emitted B-particles,
a five-point smoothing was carried out. In addi-
tion, at “transmission” measurements, both - and
[B-particles passed a shorter distance within the time
interval between the time moment of flying out of the
target and the moment of their registration; therefore,
their peaks in the “transmission” time spectra became
shifted toward smaller registration times with respect
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Fig. 4. Energy dependences of the number of coincidences be-
tween (-particles and fast eg-electrons: (1) in the “transmis-
sion” geometry, (2) in the “reflection” geometry, and (3) for
e;—electrons shaken off into vacuum
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Fig. 5. The same as in Fig. 4, but for coincidences between
a-particles and fast es-electrons

to their counterparts in the “reflection” time spectra.
For the same reason, in “reflection” measurements,
the value of N3 was five and the value of N, two
times as large as the corresponding values obtained
in the transmission geometry for the same measure-
ment period. All spectra were normalized to the cor-
responding counting rate, namely, ng = 3.6 X 106 -
particles per hour or n, = 1.8 x 10° a-particles per
hour. (Note, however, that the “reflection” spectra
for B-particles in Fig. 2 are scaled up by a factor of
five for the illustrative reason.)
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In this work, we measured the time spectra of co-
incidences in the interval of decelerating voltage from
0 to 400 V. In all, we measured 13 points with an
exposition of 1 h each.

4. Experimental Results and Their Discussion

Now, let us proceed to the discussion of the prop-
erties of fast ey-electrons. In Fig. 4, distribution 1
demonstrates the number of (Jey)-coincidences cal-
culated as a sum of e?- and ej}—electrons measured
in the transmission geometry as a function of the en-
ergy, Ngi(eU). Distribution 2 shows the same depen-
dence for the number of (ﬂe}“)—coincidences measured
in the reflection geometry, Ngo(eU). At last, dis-
tribution & corresponds to the number of registered
e’-electrons, which is determined as the difference
Ng3(eU) = Ngi(eU) — 1.7Nga(eU). A coefficient of
1.7 arose because the probability of a shake-off event
at the exit from the target, where vg = 3.8 x 10% cm/s,
is 1.7 times higher than that at the entrance, where
vg = 6.3 x 10 cm/s.

Figure 5 exhibits the same dependences as in Fig. 4,
but for a-particles passing through the target. The
distribution for e’-electrons was determined as the
difference Ny3(eU) = N41(eU) — Nya(eU). Since the
titanium target was thin for a-particles, the number
of e‘?—electrons was the same at the entrance to and
the exit from the target.

On the basis of formula (1), we can compare the
distributions Ngs(eU) and Nys(eU). For instance,

Nos(0)Xng _ 876x20 _ )
Nys(0)xne — 1832 — 9.57. At the same time, ac-
2
i x 4x
cording to formula (1), 5722 = Z7%. Whence, the

velocity of a-particle at the exit vz = 3.8 x 109 cm/s.
This value of vg for 3-particles was used by us earlier
in the calculations for the transmission mode. The
presented ratio differs insignificantly for other points
(eU) and amounts to 8.8 on the average, which means
a similarity between the shake-off curves for a- and
[b-particles.

We can also compare the distributions for e’f4—
electrons. In particular, for electrons shaken off onto

excited atomic levels in the target in the cases of

Na2(0) 467x20x2
Nj2(0) 215%5

= 17.4 x 10° cm/s, whereas, according to formula

2
(1), o2 = 282 = 15.8 x 10° cm/s. This means
that the both distributions of electrons in the re-
flection geometry are similar. The multiplier 2/5
arises, because, in the reflection geometry, the num-

ber of (-particles counted during the measurement

passing a- and [-particles,
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time, ng, is five times larger than that in the reflec-
tion geometry, and the number of a-particles, n,
is twice as large. This is connected with the fact
that, owing to the scattering of a- and [-particles
at their passage through the target, half as many
a-particles and one-fifth as many [-particles arrive
at detector MCP; in the transmission geometry in
comparison with the corresponding values for the re-
flection geometry, in which detector MCP; is located
immediately behind the target so that those losses
are absent.

The measurements of the angular distribution of
emitted ey-electrons when the target was irradiated
with (-particles in the transmission mode and at a
number of energies in the integrated spectra Ng;(eU)
showed that, for every of them, the angular distribu-
tion is directed forward, and its shape is close to the
cosine. The angular distribution was also measured
at the excitation of target atoms with a-particles, but
only in the case eU = 0 eV. Its comparison with
the analogous distribution obtained at [-excitation
revealed a certain similarity between them. Analo-
gous measurements for ej}—electrons in the reflection
mode were not carried out owing to a large number
of random coincidences between (-particles and e?—
electrons. Nevertheless, it was found in work [3] that,
in the case of a-particle irradiation, all flying out ef—
electrons had an isotropic angular distribution in the
reflection geometry.

The integrated spectrum of ionization e}—electrons
in the energy interval from 0 to E can be obtained
after carrying out the transformation that corre-
sponds to the change of integration limits, fOE =
= [7T [2P e, Npa(E) = Npa(0) — Npa(E),
and comparing it with the theoretical distribution
Ngy(E) =5 A Fi(E), where the subscript [ denotes

different atolmic shells that participate in the shake-off
effect, and the multiplier Ag;, which does not depend
on the energy distribution of e’J}—electrons, is deter-
mined as follows:

N2
- ¢ (zs€ * 1 (0)
Ap = 7777% ( ) ‘/wf% dgq

I

2
b?’L[g7
l

Here, the quantity n depends on experimental con-
ditions and is expressed as a product of the electron
registration efficiency € and the fraction of electrons
collected by detector MCPs, degr; and n; is the num-
ber of electrons in the /-th subshell. In the case of
passing «-particles, all the subscripts 3 in this for-
mula should be substituted by the subscripts «.
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Fig. 6. Function F'(E) describing the integrated energy distri-
bution of e y-electrons (see formula (4)) shaken off from various
subshells of a Ti atom

Figure 6 illustrates the results of calculations by
formula (4) for the integrated energy distribution of
e%-electrons in various subshells of a titanium atom.
Below, we shall demonstrate that only the distri-
butions calculated for electrons that are shaken off
from M-subshells are comparable with experimental
ones, whereas the K- and L-shells weakly affect the
shake-off phenomenon for ezj}—electrons in this energy
interval.

In Fig. 7, the experimental and theoretical en-
ergy distributions are compared. The latter was
fitted for e}—electrons shaken-off by tritium-emitted
[O-particles, using the least-squares method. The
experimental values are shown by circles, with the
corresponding statistical errors being indicated by
bars. Curve I was obtained in the case where
e't-electrons were shaken off only from the My ;-
subshells of titanium atom, and curve 2 when only
from the M, > 3-subshells. Bold curve 3 illustrates
the results of calculations for the case of the com-
bination Ngy4 (E) = Ng(E) = zAwm, Fa,; (B)+
+ (1 — (E) AM1’2,3FM1’233 (E) with z = 0.4.

A similar analysis was carried out for electrons
shaken off from the Ti target bombarded with a-
particles emitted by decaying 238Pu. The correspond-
ing results are shown in Fig. 8. According to them,
the energy distribution of ionization ezj}—electrons in
the cases of irradiation with both tritium (-particles
and 238Pu a-particles can be described as such that is
mainly formed by the electron shake-off from the M
shells (40% from the My 5 subshells + 60% from the
M 2,3 subshells) of Ti atoms. Taking into account
that the ionization potential for Ti equals 6.8 €V, the
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Fig. 7. Comparisons between experimental and calculated
distributions of ey-electrons shaken off by tritium-emitted (-
particles from the My 5 (1) and M;j 2,3 (2) subshells of a Ti
atom, and (&) if their mixture is taken into account. Dotted
curved show the differential energy distributions of e s-electrons
for the My 5 (4) and My 23 (5) subshells

dN/dE
NM(E) 900 -

720 A
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360

180 4

Fig. 8. The same as in Fig. 7, but for e-electrons shaken off
by a-particles from decaying 238Pu

binding energies FE, were taken to equal 10.5 eV for
the My 5 subshells , and, for the M; 5 5 subshells, to
their average value of 47.8 eV. The dotted curves in
Figs. 7 and 8 demonstrate the calculated differential
spectra of e?—electrons obtained by formula (3) for
those components of the curve Ngj.

Hence, the contribution of each of two electrons in
the M, 5 subshells of a Ti atom is responsible for 20%
of the total shake-off probability, and each of eight
electrons in the M; » 3 subshells gives a contribution
of 7.5%. The ratios between the squared matrix ele-
ments for the transition from those i-th states into
the final f-th state must correspond to those val-
ues. Since the quantity 7 is uncertain (we took it
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equal to n = 5 x 1073), the transition matrix ele-
ments can be only estimated: [My;[y, ~=3.6x107?

and [Mpily, , = 4.1 % 1072

5. Conclusions

Our experimental researches of the energy distribu-
tion for e}—electrons emitted from a titanium target
when the latter is bombarded with tritium-emitted
[-particles showed its good agreement with that cal-
culated by formula (1). This allows a conclusion to be
drawn concerning the adequacy of the description of
the atomic ionization by a passing-by charged parti-
cle as a quantum-mechanical transition in the system
from the initial state into a final one under the action
of a sudden perturbation, which is accompanied by
the emission of electron with an energy in the contin-
uous part of the spectrum and by the emergence of a
vacancy in the atom instead of the emitted electron,
i.e. as the shake-off effect. Such a conclusion was
made by us earlier, while studying the ionization of
various targets by passing-by a-particles [4-6].

A comparison of shake-off properties was made for
the cases of a- and (-particles passing through a Ti
target. For this purpose, the corresponding analo-
gous measurements were carried out under the same
experimental conditions. The resulting energy dis-
tributions of e’-electrons turned out similar to each
other, and the total probability of a shake-off event
is proportional to (z,€2)%/v,.

The process of electron shake-off can be imagined
as having two stages [13]. At the first stage, the sys-
tem is suddenly excited, and the experiment testi-
fies to a difference between the probabilities of per-
turbation transfer in the cases of passing a- and -
particles; it is determined by the first two multipliers,

2\ 2
T (i) , in formula (1). At the second stage, the

v Ta
sysptem transits from the initial i-th state into a fi-
nal f-th one. The second stage is represented by the
other terms in formula (1) and runs identically for
various particles and independently of the first stage
(although the very existence of the second stage is im-
possible without the existence of the first one). This
conclusion was also confirmed by comparing the re-
sults of our measurements carried out in this work.
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O.1. ®eoxkmicmos, B.T. Kynpawxin, JI.II. Cudopenko,
M.D. Koromieyw, O.B. Kosanenko, B.A. Jlawxko

HU3LKOEHEPI'ETHUYHI CIIEKTPU EJIEKTPOHIB,
SKI BUHUKAIOTH ITP1 BOMBAPJIYBAHHI
TUTAHOBOI MIIIEHI 8-HACTUHKAMU

TPUTIIO TA a-HACTUHKAMU 238Pu

Peszmowme

Meromom 4vacoBux ((e)-36iriB HOCIIAKEHO HU3BKOECHEPIeTH-
YHUH CIEKTD €JIeKTPOHIB, fIKi BHHUKAIOTH IIPH OOMOap/yBaHHI
MmimreHi Tutany (-4acTuHKamu 3 posnajy Tputioo. 11106 mopis-
HSITHU CHIJIbHI PUCH Ta BiIMIHHOCTI y BIUIMBI Pi3HUX 3apsiiKe-
HUX YaCTHUHOK Ha L[eﬁ IIporec, B TUX K€ eKCIIePUMEHTAJIbHUX
YMOBaX i 3 TOIO CaMOIO MIIlIEHHIO, AaHAJIOTiYHI BUMipIOBaHHs Oy-
JIO TIPOBEJIEHO 3 Q-YacTHHKaMu 3 posmamay 2°0Pu. IMokaszamo,
1o ioHizamiro aromiB npu 6oMbapayBaHHI MilleH] 3apsiKeHN-
MU YaCTUHKAMU MOXKHA MPEJCTABUTH AK edEKT CTPyCcy B 060X
BUITAIKAX.
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