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I. INTRODUCTION

Many investigations !71° of the chemistry of hot tritium
atoms produced by the nuclear reactions ®Li(z,a)T and
3He(#n, p)T (recoil energy of the T atoms 2.7 and 0.2 MeV
respectively) have shown that these atoms can efficiently
take part in chemical reactions when slowed down to energies
comparable to those of chemical interaction: inparticular,
they can take part in transfer and substitution reactions
proceeding without activation energy

T* + RH— HT 4- R’ )
T*4RH-> RT 4+ H (2)

For thermal hydrogen atoms the activation energy of reac-
tion (1) is 9-12 kcal mole~!; reaction (2) is not known to
occur with thermal H atoms.

Hot T atoms can add on to the double bond of alkenes,
giving excited radicals®°, and they can also replace indi-
vidual atoms or even groups of atoms in complicated mole-
cules 17: when this happens the intermediate products can
be used in an excited state, and the decomposition mechan-
isms will be determined by a number of factors (degree of
excitastion, efficiency of transfer of the excitation energy,
ete.7s8).,
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It should be noted that the formation of fast atoms and
of excited molecules and radicals is not confined to pro-
cesses accompanying nuclear transmutations, but it occurs
also in radiolysis, photolysis, and even in thermal reac-
tions at high temperatures.

To explain various anomalies in the behaviour of atoms
and radicals, many workers in the field of kinetics have
put forward the concept of an abnormally high reactivity
for the hot hydrogen atoms and radicals obtained in the
radiolysis of hydrocarbons and in the photolytic decompo-
sition of excited molecules.

The majority of workers believe that the primary act in
the radiolysis of hydrocarbons is fissure of the C~H bond.

The energy excess E exeir - Dc—n (where D is the dis-
sociation energy of the C—H bond) apportions itself between
R and H ininverse proportion to the masses, and is carried
away mainly in the form of kinetic energy by the H atom u,

Hot H* atoms with a kinetic energy of the order of several
electron-volts are reactive at low temperatures as well as
at ordinary temperatures 1?74, Armstrong '* has demon-
strated experimentally the existence of hot hydrogen atoms in
his study of the low-temperature radiolysis of HC1 at -78°
and -196°. These atoms are produced by the decomposition
of an excited HC1* molecule (HCI* + ¢ — HCI* — H* + Cl).
Radiationyields G of 4.0and 2.4 respectively were measured
for the formation of hot and of thermal H atoms.

The concept of hot H* atoms has been invoked many
times in work on the liquid-phase and gas-phase radiolysis
of hydrocarbons 5-17, Reactions between highly excited H*
atoms and C,H, molecules have also been detected mass-
~-spectrometrically 8.

However, aquantitative interpretation of reaction schemes
involving hot atoms during radiolysis presents serious dif-
ficulties, because of the presence of various competing re-
actions, of the unknown energy spectrum of the hot atoms,
ete.

The most convenient route for the preparation of H*
atoms is through photochemical reactions, in particular the
photodissociation of the hydrogen halides HI and HBr.

II. FORMATION OF HOT HYDROGEN ATOMS DURING
PHOTOLYSIS OF HI AND HBr, AND THEIR REACTIONS

Kondrat'ev and coworkers had shown ', as long ago as
in 1934, that the reactivity of H atoms obtained by the
photolysis of HI is essentially dependent on their kinetic
energy. :

Hydrogen iodide has a continuous absorption spectrum
in the ultraviolet region, beginning at 3850 A.221  The
maximum extinction coefficient € lies in the region of
2500 A, and has a value of ~ 2 X 10-¥ ¢m?® per molecule?.
Since €y is high in the region of 2500 A, and most of the
radiation with A = 2537 A isabsorbed in the first centimeter
of optical path at atmospheric pressure, the experiments
are usually made at lower HI pressures (~ 10-30 mmHg).

The most commonly used sources of ultraviolet radiation
are low-pressure cadmium or mercury resonance lamps
of type Hanovia SC 2537 (or lamps type PRK-2 or PKR-4,
made in the Soviet Union). For experiments at X = 1849 A
these lamps are fitted with a Suprasil window #%,*3, and with
afilter of lithium fluoride irradiated with X -rays or y-rays,
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which transmits ~50% of the light with A = 1849 A but
almost completely suppresses the light of wavelength
A = 2537 A,

The H* atoms formed in the photolytic decomposition of
HI* have a kinetic energy of

Epge = [Epy — Dy — Ep]xg‘g
where Epy is the energy of the impinging quantum, Dy the
dissociation energy of HI, equal to 71 kcal mole™!, and E *
the electronic excitation energy of an iodine atom to the
I%P,,, state, equal®® to 21.8 kcal mole~!. Thus, for
A = 3130, 2537, and 1849 A the energy of hot H* atoms is
20, 41, and 82 keal mole™! respectively (0.9, 1.8, and 3.6eV)
if the I atom is in the I?P, , ground state.

0

During photolysis of HBr the spectrum of the tirst formed
H* atoms lies in a narrower range of energies, because
the first excited state of the bromine atom is 0.4 eV above
the ground state??,?¢, In the photolysis of HBr the energy
of tne H* atoms is lower than in the photolysis of HI (since
the mass of Br is smaller than that of I), and hence the
spectrum of H* atoms ig narrower and lies in the range
2.5-2.9 eV atx = 1849 A, The use of HBr for the produc-
tion of H* atoms with ~ 3 eV energy also has some other
advantages as compared with HI: 1) HBr absorbs weakly in
the region of X = 2537 A, so that photolysis can be carried
out without a filter; 2) the extinction coefficient of Br, at
X =1849 A is considerably lower than that of I,; 3) HBr is
chemically more stable than HI.

The quantum yield of hydrogen, ®y,, during photolysis
of HI in the region of A =~ 2500 Ais unity, and is indepen-
dent of temperature between -78° 2* and 190°2° The tem-
perature independence of ®u, can be explained by a reac-
tion scheme involving hot H* atoms:

hv
HI > H* 41 ('P,/‘ or ’P./g) (3)
H*4+HI > H, +1 “4)
H* 4L, - HI 41 (5)
T4 Mo 4 M. (6)

Chain branching does not take place, because the reaction
I4+HI>T,+H 0

is endothermic by 35 kcal mole~!. It has been shown?® that
even I2P,,, atoms hardly ever undergo transfer reactions of
the type (7). The steady-state rate of formation of H, and
L is

d(H,) d(ly) Iy

(1D

where I, is the number of photons absorbed in 1 sec. At
low extents of reaction, when the ratio L,/HI can be treated
as constant, the quantum yield of hydrogen &y, is

(Ho)gin — (Hyjjnie 1
H = ! = ks (1) °
S 1,dt + &, (HI)

o

(1

It is evident from Eqn. (III) that 1/¢I>H2 is a linear function
of the ratio I,/HI, whose slope gives the ratio k;/k,.
Schwarz and coworkers* examined the photolysis of HI
at 2 = 2537 A and found that the ratio k,/k, is 3.8 and does
not vary with temperature. Addition of inert moderators
(Ne, Ar, He, etc.) results? in a decrease of k,/k, from
0.25 to 0.014, and an activation energy E, - E; = 4.5 +

+ 0.8 kcal mole~! appears?”.

These results on the effect of temperature and of added
inert moderators are difficult to explain in terms of classical
kinetics unless the concept of hot atoms is adopted. Thus,
the temperature independence of ®y, is readily explained if
the enhanced reactivity of hot H* atoms is ascribed to the
excess Kinetic energy of these atoms, which is higher than
or equal to the threshold energy required for any particu-
lar reaction. The addition of inert moderators to the sys-
tem causes thermalisation of the hot H* atoms. If we
assume that inhibition involves an elastic collision mech-
anism, the average energy loss per collision, AE/E, is

AE _ 2mymy

E (m;~+my)?

where m, and m, are the masses of the colliding atoms.
AE/E reaches a maximum for m, = m,, and therefore He
is a more efficient moderator than Ar. The slowing down
of H* on HI molecules is a slow process. If He is added,
however, the slowing down of H* atoms becomes fast, the
probability of reaction (4) decreases, and the ratio k,/k;
also decreases. Further experimental confirmation of the
reactions of hot H* atoms formed in the photolysis of HI and
HBr can be found in the papers of Martin and Willard 22,23
and by Carter and coworkers 2® on the photolysis of HI-RH
and HBr-RH mixturesg and of their deuterated derivatives
at A = 2537 and 1849 A, where RH = H,, CH,, C,H;, C,H,,.

In this case, in addition to reactions (3)—(6), the follow-
ing reactions occur:

av)

D*+ DI D, 41 (8)
D* 4+ RH— HD {R" 9)
D*+DI- D+ DI (10)

D*+ RH-» D +RH
D*+M->D-+M
D+DI-D,+1
D+RH-HD 4R
R+DI->RD 41

an
(12)
(13)
(14)
(15)

where D* is a hot deuteriumatom and D is a slowed deuter-
ium atom. Since the activation energy of (14) is large
(~ T-12 kcal mole~! for thermal hydrogen atoms), it may

be assumed that at high concentrations of RH the formation

of HD occurs mainly by reaction (9). Then
Dy _ A DI | Ay | Ry (M} )
HD by [RH} & ks [RH]

and in the absence of the moderator M we have the linear
relationship

Do _ ks DI} | Ay

HD 4 [RH] | &y vDh

The intercept on the y-axis of the plot of D,/HD against
DI/RH corresponds to &,,/k,, and the slope corresponds to
ky/ky.

From the slope and the intercept we can, with appropriate
assumptions, evaluate the mean probability of reaction per
collision in the hot region and the mean energy loss per
collision with a hydrocarbon molecule during the thermalisa-
tion. Table 1 gives the results of Carter and coworkers 28
and of Martin and Willard 22 for kg/k, and k,,/kg in the photo-
lysis of DI-RH and HBr(DBr)-RH(RD) mixtures, and also
the mean reaction probabilities per collision and the mean
energy losses per collision.

The increase of the D,/HD ratio with increase of wave-
length A, or with addition of an inert moderator, as well as
the lack of temperature dependence, is evidence that hot
H* atom reactions occur during photolysis of HI.

203
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TABLE 1. Efficiency of slowing down and probability of hot
reactions in the DI-RH and HBr(DBr)-RH(RD) sys-
tems, 22,27
3 L Average reaction | Average loss of
53 5 UE probability per | energy per col-
g 5w § e collision lision 8
A System | 8% |3 bt ky/ks | ky/ky I S
§ § E § 5a5 P, Py fror | felastic k]
wSo|wsES ©
2537| DI—H, 0.58 0.42 5.64) 1.40
DI—C,Hs [ 081 | 0.19 6.40| 4.33 27
DI—CH, 0.94 | 0.057 (24.3 {16.7
DI--CH,, | — s 4.65| 4.80
HBr—D, 0.39 0.61 2.04| 0.65( 0.26 | 0.17 0.32 | 0.32 22
HBr—CD, { 0.94 0.062 |81 15 0.0031| 0.07 | 0.091
1849 HBr—C,D,| 0.86 0.14 1.8 | 6.4 0.018 0.19 | 0.052
DBr—H, 0.38 0.62 1.54| 0.60( 0.41 | 0.35 0.50 | 0.50
DBr—CH, | 0.83 0.17 6.40] 5.0 0.002 0.42 | 0.20 22
DBr—C,Hyl 0.69 [ 0.31 2.251 2.2 0.14 0.51 | 0.12

As the kinetic energy of the H* atom increases, the role
of “hot” reactions becomes more important. Thus, in the
case of CH, and C,Hg, the fraction of “hot” reactions by
hydrogen atoms increases from 6 to 17 and from 19 to 31%
respectively as the engrgy of the H* atoms is raised from
0.9-1.8 eV (X = 2437 A) to 2.5-2.9 eV (X = 1849 A). The
ratio k,/k, for hot T* atoms of energy ~ 3 eV is 3.5-4, as
shown® by a study of the photolysis of TBr (X = 1849 R)
mixed with CH, and C,Hg. With tritium recoil atoms having
an initial energy of 0.2 MeV, the “hot” reactions (1) and (2)
account for 50-70% of the total amount of tritium atoms
consumed -1,

Hot H* atoms obtained by the photolytic decomposition of
HI have an enhanced reactivity, since they can bring about
replacement reactions not only at room temperature (in the
gas 9,232 and in the liquid phase 2,%!) but also, in the solid
phase, at temperatures of -78° 22,31 and -196°,3° as shown
for the low-temperature photolysis of HI (0.01-0.1 mole %)
in a matrix of 3-methylpentane. The quantum yield ®y* is
0.2 in the liquid phase at 298°K and in the solid phase at
123°K; @y emar = 0-8 at 298°K, falling to 0.2 at 77°K.

With thermal H atoms, low-temperature replacement
reaccions are effectively excluded by the large activation
energy.

III. FORMATION AND REACTIONS OF EXCITED
RADICALS OBTAINED BY PHOTOLYSIS OF ALKYL
HALIDES AND OTHER COMPOUNDS

Radiolytic and photolytic processes can give rise not
only to hot hydrogen atoms having an excess of kinetic
energy, but also to “hot” vibrationally excited radicals
whose reactivity increases markedly with the energy of the
source of excitation.

The reactions of “hot” radicals obtained in the photo-
lysis of alkyl iodides have been most fully investigated.
Alkyl iodides have a continuous absorption spectrum in the
region 2500-2600 A. When an excited molecule of alkyl
iodide decomposes, the energy excess Epy - Dr—1 appor-
tions itself among the residues in inverse proportion to
their masses. For example, in the photolysis of CH,I at
X = 2537 A (Epy = 112 kcal mole™), Epv - Dcu,—1 equals
57 kcal mole~*! if I is in the I2P,,, state and 35 kcal mole~!
if I is in the I2P,,, state. Since the masses of CH; and I
are very differenc, ~ 7/8 of this energy will be imparted
to the CH; radical, and as a result the latter will become
vibrationally excited.

204

Many papers 3~% give experimental proof of the higher
reactivity of vibrationally excited CH} radicals as com-
pared with thermal CH, radicals.

One usually considers the following scheme during
photolysis of CH,I:

CHyI 22 CH +1 (16)
CH; - CHgl —— CH, + CH,l an
CH] + RH— CH, + R’ (18)
CHj + CHyl —> CHy +1 (19)
CH; + CH;l —— CHj + CH,l (20)

CHy + M ~— CHg + M (21)

and also the recombination reactions of thermal CH; and
CH,I radicals and I, addition reactions. It has been shown
that the main reactions of the CH¥ radical are the abstrac-
tion reactions (17) and (18), the rate of formation of CH,
being unaffected by temperature over the range from -78°
to 300°, whereas additions of inhibitors (I, O,, NO) and of
inert moderators (noble gases, N,, CO,) lower the rate of
formation of CH,. 36,%

Reactions (17) and (18) are observed not only in the
gaseous and in the liquid phase, but also in the solid phase
at low temperatures. Formation of CH, has been reported
at a temperature of 4°K in pure CH,I, * at 77°K in hydro-
carbon matrices #;%, and at 20°K in solid inert matrices
of Kr, Xe, and N, containing C,H; and (CH,),CH.# On
changing from the liquid to the solid phase & cy, decreases
by approximately a factor of 5-7, the decrease taking the
form of a discontinuity at the phase transition point %,

The decrease in ®cy , on going over to the solid phase
may be due to greater efficiency of the deactivation pro-
cesses experienced by the CH¥ radicals in the solid phase.

It is important to note that during solid-phase photolysis
(77°K) of CH,I and of solutions of CH,I and CD,I in methyl-
cyclohexane, stabilisation of the CH} radicals cannot occur
to any significant extent *°;*2: only R* radicals formed by
reactions (17) and (18) were detected by the ESR method.

On the other hand, partial stabilisation of the methyl
radicals occurs in the photolysis of azomethane, since in
this case the proportion of hot CH¥ radicals (produced by
the decomposition of the excited CH,~N=N-CH¥ molecule)
is not large.

The reactivity of CHY increases with the excitation
energy. Thus, ®cu, values of 0.15X 1073, 3.2 X 1072, and
30 X 10-3 have been reported®® for the photolysis of CH,l
with light of A = 3130, 2537, and 1849 A respectively.

1t is also found that the probability of the “hot” reac-
tion (19) increases with the excitation energy, as shown
by experiments on the influence of added inhibitors and
inert moderators on the yield of C,Hg.

The formation of “hot” C,H¥ radicals during photolysis
of C,H,I (2 = 2537 A) in the liquid and in the solid phase
was demonstrated by Luebbe and Willard*® in spite of the
much lower excitation energy of C,H¥ as compared with
CH¥ (a consequence of the greater mass of the C,H; radi-
cal).

“Hot” radicals appear also in various other photo-
chemical processes. Thus, the flash photolysis of azo-
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methane (A = 3000-4000 &) can give CH¥ radicais in the
primary act:
CHy—N=N—CH; ~ N, + 2 CH; (22)

followed by extraction of hydrogen from the neopentane
present in the system as a second component:

CHj + RH - CH,+ R’
CH; + CH; - CoH,.

23)
24)

The proportion of CH¥ in this case is not large (~ 1% of
the total number of CH, radicals formed), as shown by the
low (~ 0.03) ratio of CH,/C,H,. ©»** When X is increased
from 3000 to 4000 A this ratio decreases ®® by a further-
factor of 3—4. The lower yield of CH} radicals in azo-
methane as compared with CH,lI is due to the fact that two
bonds are broken when CH;—N=N-CH} decomposes, and
the energy excess is divided among at least three particles.

Several hot particles can form when the quantum energy
of the incident light is increased. Thus, the photolysis of
acetone in the vacuum ultraviolet region (X = 1236 and
1470 A) can result in the simultaneous production of CH¥
radicals and hot hydrogen atoms #, The formation of hot
acetylradicals during the photolysis of ketones at A = 2537 A
has been reported %..

Several workers have shown *,% that the photolysis of
diethyl ketone (A = 2200-3100 A) produces “hot” propionyl
radicals CH,CH,CO* which subsequently decompose into
C,H,, CO, and H. Hot halomethyl radicals produced in
the photolysis of halomethanes also show enhanced reac-
tivity towards displacement reactions .

The possibility of forming vibrationally excited radicals
has been demonstrated, in the case of the photolysis of
azoethane (C,H;),N,, by changing from 3600 to 2300 &, #

IV. FORMATION OF VIBRATIONALLY EXCITED ALKYL
RADICALS BY THE ADDITION OF ATOMIC HYDROGEN
TO ALKENES

“Hot” radicals can be obtained not only in photochemical
processes and in radiolysis, but also in ordinary chemical
reactions. The heat attending the addition of H atoms to
C=C bonds is known to be ~ 40 kcal mole~!. This reaction
gives rise to vib.ationally excited alkyl radicals, which
can decompose in the absence of stabilising collisions or
extract hydrogen from RH, as was reported 52 for “hot”
C,H’ radicals:

CyH; — C,H, + CH, (25)
CoH, + H, — CsHy + H (26)
CoH, 4 CyHg —> CHy + CoH; . (27

The rate of decomposition of C;H} depends on the struc-
ture of the radical: for n-C H¥ the rate of decomposition is
100-1000 times higher than for iso-C;H¥. When H atoms
add on to alkenes of higher molecular weight, the number
of possible decomposition routes for the “hot” radicals in-
.creases. Thus, for C Hf radicals two decomposition paths
are possible %3:

CyH; — CH, + CyH,
C4H, — C,H, + GH,.

(28)
(29)

The decomposition constant of the C H¥ radical at 305°K
is independent of pressure®* over the range 0.036-115 atm.,

A great deal of work has been done on the reactivity of
vibrationally excited C,H} radicals obtained by the reaction

H+ GH, — CiHayibye (30)

We know from chemical kinetics that the basic reactions
of thermal ethyl radicals obtained by the photolysis of
diethylketone =57, acetaldehyde %%, azoethane ¥,%, etc.
are recombination and disproportionation reactions:

CH, +CgHy — CyHyo @31)
CH; +CgH; — CpHg + CoHy (32)

with kg,/kg, = 0.1-0.2, and Eg, - Eg = 0.8 + 0.2 kecal X
X mole~1.%* If, however, the ethyl radicals are obtained
in a vibrationally excited state by the addition of H atoms
to C,H, — mercury photosensitised Hg6(*P,) decomposition
of C,H,, etc. — the ratio k4, /k;, increases, but the scatier
of experimental results is quite large (from 0.1 to 0.8) and
the ratio depends on various factors such as the pressure
in the system, the intensity of irradiation, the amount of
mercury, the presence of inert additives, etc.® "%

The increased yield of C,Hg has been explained in various
ways, It is suggested that vibrationally excited C,H¥ radi-
cals undergo disproportionation reactions more readily than
thermal C,H; radicals ®®, and that they are able to extract
hydrogen®, but a unified point of view on this problem is
still lacking. C,H¥ radicals are relatively long-lived, and
can experience up to 10*-10° collisions before becoming
thermalised, the efficiency of slowing down of C,H¥ on
C,H,, H,, He, Ne, etc. showing large differences.

Current, Cvetanovich, Rabinovitch, and others 7-7°
have made detailed studies of the stabilisation and decom-
position of vibrationally excited ethyl radicals obtained by
adding H and D atoms to C,D, and C,H,. They postulated
the reactions

C, Hy + D 2 CH,D* (33)
C,H,D* — CHD + H (34)
C,H,D* +M— CHD + M, (35)

The influence of pressure (0.05-3 mmHg) and tempera-
ture in the range from -78° to 160° on the ratio k4 /k,, was
investigated, and the experimental results were analysed
by Kassel's theory. It was shown that &, is relatively
insensitive to temperature, varying from 2.5 X 107 to 6.5 X
% 107 s-! between 195° and 300°K in the case of the C,H,D,
radical. The ratio ky/k,, is likewise insensitive to tem-
perature, having the values 3.0 and 2.0 at 195° and 300°K
respectively for C,H,D;. However, a large isotope effect
was noted in reactions (34) and (35): thus, for the C,H,D¥
radical under the same conditions k4, /k,, was 18 and 6.3 at
195° and 300°K respectively, i.e. significantly higher than
for the C,H,D¥ radical®’,

It should be noted that vibrationally excited radicals can
also be produced in reactions other than the addition of H
atoms to alkenes (for example, in polymerisation” or in
the addition of oxygen or halogen atoms to the C=C bond 7?),
Studies of the reactivity of such radicals are very valuable
in understanding a number of important processes (hydro-
carbon oxidation, halogenation, etc.).

V. REACTIONS BETWEEN HOT H* ATOMS OBTAINED
BY PHOTOLYSIS OF HI AND ETHY LENE

A great deal of work has been devoted to ine study of the

reactivity towards alkanes of hot H* atoms obtained in the
photolytic decomposition of HI, but very little information

205
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exists on the interaction between hot hydrogen atoms and
alkenes. Yet, this problem is clearly very relevant from
the point of view of explaining the influence of the kinetic
energy of the H* atoms on the degree of excitation and on
the reactivity of the resulting alkyl radical. Studies of the
reactions of tritium recoil atoms have shown that alkenes
can undergo not only extraction and substitution reactions,
as in the case of alkanes, but also addition of a hot hydro-
gen atom to the double bond with formation of excited radi-
cals”® which subsequently decompose:

T + CH; (CHp); CH = CHCH; — CH, (CH,)s CHTCHCHg ~ CHT = CHCH; + CHj (CHy)» (36)

The decomposition of excited radicals is a unimolecular
process, analogous to the decomposition of the vibrationally
excited radicals obtained by the addition of thermal hydro-
gen atoms to alkenes %3, Lee and Rowland® have shown that
the probability of stabilisation of excited radicals in a con-
densed phase at low temperatures is higher than in the gas
phase

T* 4 CHy—CH = CH—CH, — (CHy—CH—CHT—~CHjy)* 37
M RH

(CHs—CH—CHT--CH,y* —— CH,CH,CHT—CHj, (38)

(CHy—CH—CHT—CH,)* — CH,CH = CHT + CH, (39)

There is an almost complete lack of data on the reac-
tions of hot H* atoms obtained by the photolysis of HI with
alkenes. A systematic study of the reactions between hot
H* atoms with 0.9-1.8 eV energy and ethylene was carried
out in the Nuclear and Radiation Chemistry laboratory of
the Institute of Chemical Physics of the Academy of Sciences
of the USSR. The results have been partially reported in a
number of papers?4-", Photolysis (A = 2537 A) of HI-C,H,
mixtures was foundto give C,H; and H, as the main products:
butane and other hydrocarbons were not detected. The rate
of formation of ethane (Wc,u,) is independent of tempera-
ture over a wide range (0-250°). Additions of inert modera-
tors (helium and argon) affect Wc,u, in different ways:
argon has no effect, but helium causes a decrease in Wc,g,.
The results are difficult to explain in terms of conventional
kinetics. Let us consider the probable reaction scheme
in the C,H,-HI system. Since C,H, does not absorb in the
2500 A region, the decomposition of HI with formation of a
hot H* atom and an I atom is the only possible primary
process resulting from photon absorption:

H S Hie o B4 10P,, o 1Py (40)

Hot H* atoms with 0.9-1.8 eV energy canundergo an abstrac-
tion reaction

H* +HI - Hy+1 @n

H* + GH( — H; 4 GHj (42)

or they can become thermalised
H*4+HI - H+1 (43)
H* 4 CH, ~ H+ GH,. (44)

Thermal H atoms will, on the whole, add to the C=C bond,
because abstraction from RH involves a large activation
energy (~ 7-12 kcal mole™!):

H+CH, - H+GCHs vibr. (45)

Vibrationally excited C,H; radicals dissociate into H and
C,H,, or become thermalised. Thermal C,H; radicals can
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recombine, disproportionate, be captured by L,, or com-
bine at the C=C bond (thus creating a polymerisation chain).

GH 4 G e (46)
NCH, + GH, 7

CH; + 13- GHgI 41 48)

GH, -+ GH, » CH; S ot ot (49)

The absence of butane and higher molecular weight
hydrocarbons among the photolysis products, whilst H, and
C,H, are present, means that the experimental results are
incompatible with the above scheme. We cannot ascribe
the formation of C,Hy to disproportionation of C,Hy radicals,
because for thermal C,H; radicals k/kg = 0.1-0.2.

The absence of C,H,, may be due to inhibition of the C,H,
radical by iodine. Also, according to Benson and others ™,
the activation energy for the removal of hydrogen from HI
by thermal alkyl radicals is 1-2 kcal mole~!. Therefore,
the formation of ethane (but not of butane) in the system
may be explained by postulating the reaction

CH, +HI-> GHy+ 1.

However, if the C,H, radicals are thermal, the difference
between the effects of He and Ar inert moderators on the
rate of formation of ethane is difficult to understand.

(50)

A kinetic analysis in which only thermal particles were
considered also failed to agree with the experimental
results,

The present writer has stated a hypothesis according to
which hot C,H¥ radicals are formed, during photolysis, by
the combination of H* and C,H,, the reactivity of C,H} being
determined by the kinetic energy of the hot hydrogen atom:

H* + GH, - GH;. (1)

Hot C,H¥ radicals with Ec,n¥ = Q + En* (where @ is the
heat of addition of H to a C=C bond, 40 kcal mole™!) can
extract hydrogen from RH:

GH; +RH — CH,+ R (52)

where RH = HI or C,H,, and reaction (52) proceeds either
without activation energy (in the case of HI) or possibly
with a small activation energy for extraction from hydro-
carbons.

This hypothesis allows us to explain the experimental
results. Thus, if the C,H¥ radical is hot it will not be
captured by iodine and will mainly give rise to C,H, by
reaction (52). If the radical is unable to react by (52) and
becomes thermalised the resulting C,H; is captured by
iodine with formation of C,H,l. Additions of He lower Wc,i,
because H* rapidly loses energy by collisions with He (as a
result of the comparable masses of H and He), and conse-
quently the probability of reaction (51), and therefore also
(52), decreases. Additions of Ar (Fig. 1) have no effect on
We,Hg because the thermalisation of H* atoms is much
slower on argon than on helium. This is confirmed by the
negligible effect of Ar additions on Wy,, showing once again
that reactions (41) and (42) are “hot” reactions.

In order to explain the effect of composition on Wy, and
Wec,ne, the photolysis of HI-C,H, mixtures was investigated
over a wide range of concentrations of the two components.
The experiments were made under steady state conditions
at a constant pressure of HI (30 mmHg), so that the initial
rate of formation of H atoms was constant. When photo-
lysis is carried out in mixtures containing an excess of HI
the main reaction of the H* atoms is (41), and only a small



Vol.36 No.3

RUSSIAN CHEMICAL REVIEWS

March 1967

10*W, cm® min™

AT

CoH;

]
a A'i“

He

a4 1l
0 20 40 60 80ArHe%

Fig.1l. Effect of He and Ar additions
on Wi, and W¢ oH in the (C,H,: HI =
= 6 :4)-Ar(He) system.
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Fig.2. Effect of composition on W H,
and Wc g, in the HI-C,H, system at
25° (Py; = 30 mmHg).

fraction of the H* atoms will escape reaction (41) and take
part in reactions (42) and (51). As the concentration of
C,H, in the mixture is increased, the contribution of reac-
tions (42) [and particularly of reaction (51)] increases. The
resulting C,H¥ radicals can decompose, become thermalised,
or take part in abstraction and addition reactions:

CH; +HI - CHy +1
CaH + CHe — GH + GH,

(52a)
(3)

GH; + GHy — CH, (54)
GH+M - CH, +M (55)
GH, » H+GH, (56)

Curves for the variation of Wy, and Wc,u, with composi-
tion are shown in Fig.2. It can be seen that the decrease
of Wy, withincrease of [C,H,] is almost linear, whereas the
increase of Wc,ns shows a large departure from linearity.

It is important to note that the sum Wy, + Wc,p, is
equal to the initial rate of formation of hydrogen in pure
HI, to an accuracy of +20%, over the whole concentration
range. It follows that most of the H* atoms are consumed
in reactions (41), (42), and (51), and that C,H¥ radicals,
unlike thermal C,H; radicals, contribute mainly to the
abstraction reactions (52) and (53) rather than to the addi-
tion reaction (54).

Introducing the condition

(Wa)o = (Wh,): + (Wean, ) (VID

and considering reactions (41)-(55), we can derive a kine-
tic equation of the form

Wy, ke ka

{HI}
[CHd -~

The plot of Wy,/Wc,n, against [HI]/[C,H,] shown in Fig.3
is evidently linear: from the intercept and slope of this
straight line we can find k,,/ks, and k,/ks,, and therefore
also ky/k,,. It turns out that k,/k,, =~ 0.1, in fair agree-
ment with earlier results??2,?® for reactions of hydrogen
abstraction from alkanes. Thus, the main reactions in the
photolysis of HI-C,H, mixtures are (41) or (51), according
to whether HI or C,H, is present in excess in the system.
The ratio k,,/k;,, estimated by successive approximations,
is also close to 0.1.

(VIR

We,n, ks ka

Hence, the principal reactions of hot H* atoms with
E =0.9-1.8 eV are those of extraction and addition at a
m-bond, with formation of an excited radical. The excited
C,H¥ radical appears to be fairly long-lived, and is able to
take part in chemical reaction (hydrogen abstraction) with
RH until it decomposes.

The above estimates of %,;/k;, and k,/k,, show that the
cross-sections of these reactions depend to some extent on
the strength of the bond, though the dependence is very
much weaker (by several orders of magnitude) than in the
case of thermal H atoms or C,H; radicals.

It is important to note that the reactions of excited radi-
cals are relatively insensitive to small additions of oxygen
(Fig. 4), an efficient acceptor for thermal ethyl radicals.

Since the activation energy of reaction (50) is small
(~1.5-2 kcal mole™?), this reaction will compete with the
“hot” reaction (52) only at elevated temperatures. Thus,
it is interesting to examine the effect of temperature on
We,ng over a wide range of concentrations of HI-C,H, mix-
tures. Fig.5 shows temperature plots of Wc,u, for 69, 90,
95, and 98% C,H, respectively in the mixture. It is evident
from the figure that even at 98% C,H,, when the hot reac-
tion (41) can be effectively ignored, Wc,u, is independent of
temperature: this is evidence for the high efficiency of
reaction (53). Helium additions cause the appearance of an
activation energy (Figs. 5 and 6), the maximumvalue of E ;o
under full thermalisation of the hot H* atoms being ~ 1.5~
2 kcal mole-! (in agreement with the activation energy for
the extraction of hydrogen from HI by thermal alkyl radi-
cals). It must be noted that W¢ .8 decreases only by a
factor of 2~3 at room temperature when H* atoms are fully
slowed down. At lower temperatures (<0°) the contribu-
tion of reaction (50) becomes less important, and Wc,u,
decreases more sharply.

It is interesting to consider the behaviour of excited
radicals at low temperatures, when the thermal radicals
are usually in a stabilised state. It has been reported *°,%
that CH¥ could not be detected by ESR in the photolysis of
CH,I, although CH, was observed evenat very lowtempera-
tures. When HI was photolysed in a matrix of 3-methyl-
pentane ¥ containing addedalkenes (C,H,, etc.), ethyl, butyl,
and other radicals were detected by ESR, though the authors
consider that these were produced by the addition of thermal-
ised hydrogen atoms to the alkenes. There are also data %2
on the photolysis of HI at 77°K in alkene matrices (C,H,,
C,Hq, see Table 2).

It is interesting to note that, as in our experiments on
the gas-phase photolysis of HI-C,H, mixtures, the main
hydrocarbon product is C,Hg and the concentration of C,H,,
is low. Significant amounts of C,H,I are present: this

207
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in the photolysis of HI-C,H, and (HI-
C,H,)-He mixtures:

1) HI: C,H, = 2:98; 2)HI: C,H, = 5:95;

3) HI: CoHy = 1:9; 4)HI: CoHy = 4:6;

5)(HI: CoHy = 1:9) + 85% He; 6) (HI: C;H, =
4:6) + 50% He; 7)(HI: CoH, = 4:6) + 85% He;
8) (HI: CoHy = 4:6) + 92% He; 9) (HI: CoH, =
4:6) + 98% He.
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Fig.6. Variation of the activation energy
for hydrogen abstraction by ethyl radicals
with concentration of added helium in the
photolysis of the ternary mixture (HI: C,H, =
= 4:6)—He. The open circles are E, data
for hydrogen extraction from HI by thermal
alkyl radicals.™

TABLE 2, Photolysis of HI-C,H, and HI-C3Hg mixtures
at 77°K (after Hughes and Purnell®),

¢ Irradiation Amount,
Matrix time, min Photolysis products mol. %
C,H,q 29
n-C4H,q 1
HI 150 pmole o CH,l 70
C,H, 15 pmole
CoH,, CqHgl, CoH,,
CeHyq, CoHgl, } <1
C,- and Cy-iodides
2,3 Ca!’i: b %
HI 125 pmole ,3-dimethylbutane 2
CyH, 25 i mole 40 n-CeH, | 3
i-CgHol 67
allene, diallyl, cyclopropane,
C,H,I,'methylacetylene } traces

may be ascribed to capture of ethyl radicals by I,. The
authors have put forward a hypothesis involving the forma-
tion of a reactive complex in the matrix when a photon is
absorbed, followed by reactions within a cell. However,
their results can be interpreted in terms of the formation
of “hot” C,H, radicals, produced by reaction (51), which
are highly reactive even at liquid nitrogen temperature and
can therefore abstract hydrogen from RH.

The results discussed above demonstrate that hot H*
atoms with 1-3 eV energies have some special features as
compared with thermal hydrogen atoms and very fast atoms
(such as tritium recoil atoms): in particular, a weak tem-
perature dependence of the rate of the abstraction reaction
is possible near the chemical reaction threshold. = When
the energy is increased in the range 1-3 eV and above, the
reactivity of the H* atoms increases. Studies of the reac-
tivity of hot H* atoms in the energy range of a few electron-
-volts are particularly important, because these atoms can
be formed in many photolytic reactions and during radio-
lysis. In particular, by reacting with alkenes these atoms
can produce excited radicals as reactive intermediates which
influence the final product distribution.

The formation of hot C,H¥ radicals in the radiolysis of
C,H, and NH; was demonstrated by the present writer .
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Hot H* atoms are formed by the radiolytic decomposition
of excited RH molecules:

RH*-»R+H*
where RH = C,H,, NH,, etc.

The ratio C,Hg : C,H,, serves as a measure of the energy
of the C,H} radicals. This ratio is appreciably higher than
0.1-0.2 (the value of Raig/krec for thermal C,H, radicals),
and can approach unity 17,75,78-8! in the radiolysis of C,H,
and exceed unity in the radiolysis of C,H,~NH; mixtures 17,75,
The ratio is not a function of the pressure in the system or of
temperature (inthe range from +50° to -78°), and decreases
when He is added to C,H, or to a C,H,~NH, mixture 7",
Thus, as in the photolysis of HI-C,H, mixtures, the enhanced
yield of C,Hg in the radiolysis of pure ethylene and of ethyl-
ene mixed with RH can be explained starting from the hypo-
thesis that a reactive intermediate (the excited ethyl radi-
cal) is formed. It is significant that in the radiolysis of
NH,-C,H, mixtures small additions of O, affect the yield of
CH,, (Fig.7) more strongly than that of C,Hg: this is dif-
ficult to understand on the assumption that these products
are formed exclusively by reactions (46) and (47). An
interesting observation made on the radiolysis of C,H, at
-196° is that not only did the C,H, : C H,, ratio not fall off,
but it was even greater than unity, showing that the reac-
tive C,H¥ radical can be formed even at low temperatures 8.

(67

The formation of reactive C,H¥ radicals is obviously
not specific to ethylene. The features obtained should be
observable, to a greater or lesser extent, in the addition to
alkenes of hot hydrogen atoms obtained both by the decom-
position of excited molecules in radiolytic and photolytic
processes and in chemical reactions accompanying nuclear
transformations.

In contrast to the excited radicals obtained by the
decomposition of a molecule, we have the new concept of
an excited C,H} radical formed by the collision of an ethyl-
ene molecule with a fast hydrogen atom. Whether under
these conditions a vibrationally excited radical is formed,
or whether electronic excitation can occur, is still not
fully clear, because the electronic levels of C,H¥ are not
known.

%04,
o—czﬂs
2 @ 4=y
‘(—"y a2
2 T
-
2o} 0%CH,
& 0] o-CyHg
£ a-CHy
s, /1
E O
30 .
£ o S%CH,
+ 06 o=CHg
o 8 -Cig
az
o
0 0 W 0 Wo,%

Fig.7. Effect of added O, on the relative
change in the yield of C,Hg and C,H,, during
radiolysis of (NH3~C,H,;)—0O, mixtures.
(Dose rate 1.2 x 1014 eV cm™3 s-!, irradi-
ation time 40 h,)

We know that the C,H, molecule has low-lying electronic
levels: 1.7, 4.4, 7.7, and 9.2 eV.® Since the levels of the
C,H¥ radical must lie below those of the C;H} molecule, we
cannot exclude the possibility of excitation of the electronic
levels of C,H¥ (Ec,ny ~ Q@ + E» = 3.8 eV). When discus-
sing kinetic mechanisms it is essential to make allowance
for the possible formation of excited particles having
enhanced reactivity. This is specially important in the
case of photochemical processes occurring in the vacuum
ultraviolet region (A = 1236, 1440 A) and during radiolysis,
when hot atoms and radicals having several electron-volts
of excess energy can be formed. “Hot” intermediate pro-
ducts (molecules, atoms, radicals) can be expected to
form also in the reactions of recoil atoms, particularly
tritium, with alkanes?® as well as with alkenes *°.

Studies of the reactions of hot atoms and radicals having
energies of the order of a few electron-volts should help to
fill a gap in one of the most interesting regions of chemical
kinetics: the region of intermediate energies, comparable
with the energy of the chemical bond, which (unlike the high
energy and the thermal energy regions) is as yet inadequately
investigated.

1. M.A.El-Sajed, P.I.Estrup, and R. Wolfgang, J.Phys, Chem.,
62, 1356 (1958).

2, E.K.C.Leeand F.S.Rowland, J.Amer.Chem, Soc., 84, 3085
(1962). -

3. M.Henchman, D,Urch, and R. Wolfgang, Canad.J.Chem.,
38, 1722 (1960).

4. M., Henchman, D, Urch, and R, Wolfgang, in “Chemical Effects
of Nuclear Transformations”, International Atomic Energy
Agency, Vienna, 1961, p. 83,

5. P.I Estrup and R.Wolfgang, J.Amer,Chem. Soc., 82, 2661
(1960). -

6. E.K.C,Lee and F.S.Rowland, J, Inorg. Nuclear Chem., 25,
133 (1963).

7. V.V,Pozdeev, B,G.Dzantiev, and A, N, Nesmeyanov, Radio-
khimiya, 5, 395 (1963).

8., V.V,Pozdeev, A,N, Nesmeyanov, and B.G.Dzantlev, Radio-
khimiya, 4, 404 (1962).

9. C.C.Chou and F.S.Rowland, J.Amer, Chem, Soc., 88, 2612

(1966),

10. B.G.Dzantiev and A. P, Shvedchikov, Radiokhimiya, 6, 3711
(1964),

11, V.V.Voevodsky and Yu.N, Molin, Radiation Res., 17, 366
(1962),

12, A.N, Pravednikov and 8. S, Medvedev, “Trudy I Soveshchaniya
po Radiatsionnoi Khimii* (Proceedings of the First Confer-

ence on Radiation Chemistry), Izd, Akad. Nauk SSSR, Moscow,
1957, p.269,

13. Yu.N.Molin, I 1. Chkheidze, E.P.Kaplan, N.Ya, Buben, and
V.V.Voevodskii, Kinetika i Kataliz, 3, 674 (1962).

14, D.A, Armstrong, Canad.J.Chem., 40, 1385 (1962).

15, T.I.Hardwick, J.Phys.Chem,, 66, 1611 (1962).

16. C,M.Wodetzky, P.A.McCusker, and D. B. Peterson, J,
Phys, Chem,, 69, 1045 (1965),

17. B.G.Dzantiev and A. P, Shvedchikov, Zhur, Fiz.Khim,, 38,
2739 (1964) [Russ.dJ.Phys.Chem,, 1494 (1964)],

18. S.E.Kupriyanov, Dokl, Akad. Nauk SSSR, 162, 865 (1965).

19, V.N.Kondrat'ev, E,Kondrat'eva, and A, Lauris, Zhur, Fiz,
Khim,, 5, 1411 (1934),

20, C.F.Goodreve and A, W, C, Taylor, Proc.Roy. Soc., 154, 181

(1936).
21, IL.Romand, Compt,rend., 227, 117 (1948),
22, R.M.Martin and J, E, Willard, J, Chem. Phys., 40, 3007

(1964).

209



Vol.36 No.3

RUSSIAN CHEMICAL REVIEWS

March 1967

23,
24,
25,
26.
27,
28,

29,
30,

31,
32,

33.
34,

35,
36,
37.
38.

39.
40,

41,
42,

43.

46,
47,
48,
49,
50.
51.
52,
53.
54.
55,
56,
57.
58.

59.

60.

210

R, M. Martin and J. E, Willard, J.Chem, Phys., 40, 2999
(1964),

Landolt-Bérnstein, “Zahlenwerte und Funktionen aus Physik,
Chemie, Astronomie, Geophysik und Technik”, Springer,
Berlin, 1950, Vol, 1, Part 1, p.176.

R.R.Williams and R. A, Ogg, J.Chem. Phys,, 15, 691 (1947).
Sukumar Aditya and J. E.Willard, J.Chem. Phys., 44, 418
(1966),

H,A.Schwartz, R.R.Williams, and W.H. Hamill, J.Amer.
Chem. Soc., 74, 6007 (1962).

R.I.Carter, W.H,Hamill, and R.R.Williams, J.Amer,
Chem, Soc., 77, 645 (1955).

D. Perner and R. H. Schuler, J, Phys, Chem., 70, 317 (1966).
Sukumar Aditya and J. E, Willard, J, Amer. Chem. Soc., 88,
229 (1966).

I.R.Nash, R.R.Williams, and W.H.Hamill, J. Amer, Chem,
Soc., 82, 5974 (1960).

A.N.Hughes and J.H. Purnell, Trans. Faraday Soc., 62, 156
(1966),

R.D, Schultz and H. A, Taylor, J.Chem, Phys., 18, 194 (1950).
R.B.Martin and W. A, Noyes, J.Amer, Chem. Soc., 75, 4183
(1953).

R.D. Souffie, R.R, Williams, and W, H, Hamill, J.Amer,
Chem, Soc,, 78, 917 (1956).

E,P,Hudson, R.R,Williams, and W, H.Hamill, J. Chem,
Phys., 21, 1894 (1953),

G. M. Harris and J. E, Willard, J.Amer, Chem, Soc., 76, 4678
(1954). -
R.D.Doepker and P, Ausloos, J.Chem, Phys,, 41, 1865
(1964), -

1. L.Mador, J,Chem, Phys,, 22, 1617 (1954).

B. M. Shelimov, Thesis, Institute of Physical Chemistry of
the Academy of Sciences of the USSR, 1964.

C.D.Bass and G, C. Pimentel, J.Amer, Chem. Soc., 83, 3754
(1961),

1. M. Flournoy and H, S, Judeikis, ‘“International Symposium on
Free Radicals”, Cambridge, 25th July 1963,

R.H, Luebbe and J, E, Willard, J.Amer, Chem. Soc., 81, 761
(1959).

A.G.Leiga and H. A, Taylor, J.Chem. Phys., 41, 1247 (1964).
W.A.Noyes, G.B,Porter, and L. E, Jolley, Chem, Rev., 56,
49 (1956).

I.E.Jolley, J.Amer, Chem, Soc., 79, 1537 (1957).

D. S, Weir, J.Amer, Chem, Soc., 83, 2629 (1961),

P, Cadman and J. P, Simons, Trans, Faraday Soc., 62, 631
(1966),

D. P.Dingledy and I. G. Calvert, J.Amer, Chem, Soc., 85, 856
(1964),

B.S.Rabinovitch, S.G.Davies, and C,A.Winkler, Canad.J.
Res., B21, 251 (1943).

P.1 Boddy and I.C.Robb, Proc.Roy.Soc., A249, 518 (1959),
P.1.Boddy and 1. C.Robb, Proc,Roy.Soc., A249, 532 (1959).
R. F.Kubin, B.S.Rabinovitch, and R, E,Harrington, J.Chem,
Phys., 37, 937 (1962).

D.W, Plazek, B.S.Rabinovitch, and F.H,Dorer, J.Chem,
Phys., 44, 279 (1966).

K. O, Kutschke, M.H.I.Wijnen, and E. W,R, Steacie, J.Amer.
Chem, Soc., 74, 714 (1952).

R.K, Brinton and E.W.R. Steacie, Canad,J.Chem,, 33, 821
(1955).

D.G.L.James and E. W.R. Steacie, Proc.Roy.Soc., A 244,
289 (1958). }
F.E.Blacet and J, N, Pitts, J.Amer.Chem, Soc., 74, 3382
(1952). .

J.A.Kerr and A, F. Trotman-Dickenson, J.Chem. Soc., 1611
(1960).

P. Ausloos and E, W, R, Steacie, Bull, Soc. chim.belges, 63,
87 (1954).

61.
62,

63.

64.

65,

66,

67,

73.

74,

75.

76.
1.
78,
79.
80,
81,

82,

K.I1Ivin and E.W.R, Steacie, Proc.Roy.Soc., 208, 25 (1951).
A, B, Callear and W, P, D, Pereira, Trans, Faraday Soc., 59,
2758 (1963).

Arai Shigeyoshi and Shida Shoji, J.Chem. Phys., 38, 694
(1963).

A.B,Callear and W, P, D, Pereira, Trans. Faraday Soc., 59,
2774 (1963).

J.N. Bradley, H.W, Melville, and J.C,Robb, Proc.Roy. Soc.,
A 236, 316 (1956).

M.1, Smith, P, M, Beatty, I.A.Pinder, and D.I. LeRoy,
Canad, J,Chem,, 33, 821 (1955).

J.H.Current and B, S, Rabinovitch J,Chem. Phys,, 38, 783
(1963).

B. S.Rabinovitch, D, H.Dills, W.H, MacLain, and

I H.Current, J.Chem, Phys., 32, 493 (1960).

A,H, Turner and R.I, Cvetanovich, Canad,J, Chem., 37, 1075
(1959).

B. S.Rabinovitch, D, W, Setser, and F.W, Schneider, Canad.
J.Chem., 39, 2609 (1961).

F.Tiidds, “Discussion of the Kinetics of Radical Polymer-
isation on the Basis of the Hot Radical Hypothesis” (Trans-
lated into Russian), Mir, Moscow, 1966.

““Advances in Photochemistry”, New York—London, Vol. 1,
1963,

D. Urch and R. Wolfgang, J.Amer, Chem, Soc., 81, 2025
(1959).

B.G.Dzantiev, A, P.Shvedchikov, and B. V. Borshchagovskii,
Dokl, Akad, Nauk SSSR, 157, 653 (1964).

B.G.Dzantiev and A. P, Shvedchikov, in “Chemical Effects of
Nuclear Transformations”, International Atomic Energy
Agency, Vienna, 1965, Vol. 1, p. 87.

B.G.Dzantiev and A, P, Shvedchikov, Khim, Vysokikh Energii,
No. 1, 14 (1967); No. 2, 107 (1967).

E.O"Neal and 8. W. Benson, J,Chem, Phys., 36, 2196 (1962),
K. Yang and P, Manno, J.Phys,Chem., 63, 752 (1959).

M. C, Sauer and L, M. Dorfman, J.Phys,Chem,, 66, 322
(1962).

B.G.Dzantiev and A, P, Shvedchikov, Radiokhimiya, 7, 370
(1965).

R.A.Holroid and R, M. Fessenden, J.Phys,Chem,, 67, 2743
(1963).

C.R.Bowman and W, D, Miller, J.Chem, Phys., 42, 681
(1965).

Institute of Chemical Physics of the
Academy of Sciences of the USSR,
Moscow

U.D.C. 546.284

QUARTZ CERAMICS

P.P.Budnikov and Yu.E. Pivinskii

CONTENTS
I. Introduction 211
II. Material preparation 211
OI. Forming 212
IV. The one-component system and allotropic trans-
formations of SiO, 215



