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Mass analyzed product ions have been detected in coincidence with the projectile following the ionization of
water by proton impact. Measurement of the projectile charge state postcollision enables the different ionization processes to be identified: direct ionization, single electron capture, and double electron capture. A
complete set of partial and total absolute cross sections is reported for the direct ionization and electron capture
processes initiated by proton collisions at 20–150 keV. The cross sections for the direct ionization of H2O by
proton impact are compared with previous electron impact results [Straub et al., J. Chem. Phys. 108, 109
(1998)].
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I. INTRODUCTION

The interactions between water molecules and projectiles
such as photons, metastable atoms, electrons, and ions are of
fundamental importance not only in Physics and Astronomy
[1–4] but also in Biology and Medicine [5,6]. Incident rays
can damage living tissue both as a result of direct particlebiomolecule interactions and through processes initiated by
secondary species such as radicals formed by the dissociation
of neighboring water molecules. Sanche and co-workers [7]
recently demonstrated that detailed knowledge of the ionization processes is necessary to achieve a full understanding of
biological radiation damage on a microscopic scale.
Wide-ranging interest in water has led to a number of
recent cross section measurements for processes initiated by
electron [8], positron [9] and ion impact [10,11]. Most work
has featured the electron impact ionization of water ([8,12]
and references therein) whereas ion impact experiments are
very rare. Koopman [13] published total cross sections in
1968 for electron capture by 0.1–1.4 keV He+ in water vapor.
In the same year, Toburen et al. [14] measured the total electron capture cross section for proton-water molecule collisions over the energy range 100 to 2500 keV. Doubly differential ionization cross sections for 300–1500 keV proton
impact on H2O were reported by Toburen and Wilson [15] in
1977. The same group measured doubly differential cross
sections for electron ejection from H2O upon He+ and He2+
impact between 300 and 2000 keV [16]. Rudd et al. published two papers on the ionization and electron capture
cross sections for 7–4000 keV proton [17] and 5–450 keV
He+ [18] collisions with water molecules. In 1986, Bolorizadeh and Rudd reported differential ionization cross sections
for H2O upon electron [19], proton [20], and neutral hydrogen atom impact [21].
More recently, Werner et al. [10] used a position- and
time-sensitive multiparticle detector to study the fragmenta1050-2947/2004/70(6)/062716(8)/$22.50

tion and multiple ionization of water following collisions
with fast protons and He+ ions. The first complete ion-impact
induced molecular breakup pattern for more than two fragments was reported. The data provide information about total
and partial single ionization, multiple ionization, fragmentation, kinetic energy release, and angular correlation for each
individual impact event. However, Werner et al. [10] could
not distinguish between direct ionization and electron capture processes.
In 2001, Gobet et al. [11] applied a novel event by event
analysis technique to the proton impact ionization of water
and detected product ions in coincidence with the outgoing
projectile. The coincident charge state measurement of the
projectile postcollision and of the product ions enabled the
partial electron capture cross sections for ion impact to be
determined the first time. The present paper provides a detailed description of the calibration techniques applied in order to obtain absolute cross sections. In contrast to the previous work [11] in which only the partial cross sections
corresponding to H+ and H2O+ were reported, a full set of
partial cross sections is presented over the incident energy
range. This allows a detailed comparison to be made between
the present proton impact data and the partial electron impact
ionization cross sections of Straub et al. [8].
II. EXPERIMENT

The experiments were carried out using a newly developed crossed-beam apparatus shown schematically in Fig. 1.
Pure molecular hydrogen is ionized in a standard RFdischarge source (80 MHz). Typical parameters for the ion
source are 30 W RF-power and a H2 pressure of 10−3 Torr.
Beams of singly charged ions are accelerated to energies
between 20 and 150 keV with a resolution DE / E of 0.01.
The accelerator system is described in detail by Carré et al.
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FIG. 1. Schematic diagram of the experimental system.

[22]. A magnetic sector field is used to separate protons from
other ions such as H2+ , H3+, and ions originating from impurities in the source. After collimation by means of two circular apertures of 0.5 mm radius set 1 m apart, the proton beam
is crossed at right angles with an effusive beam of water
molecules. Distilled water which has been degassed prior to
the experiment through a series freezing, pumping and thawing cycles is kept at a temperature of 255 K throughout the
measurements. The vapor above the ice is introduced
through a capillary kept at room temperature. The charge
state of the projectile after a collision with a water molecule
is determined using a magnetic analyzer and three channeltrons located at the appropriate positions to detect H+ , H0,
and H−, respectively.
A home-built linear time-of-flight (TOF) mass spectrometer is used to investigate all the product ions formed by the
impact of a proton upon a water molecule. The instrument is
composed of an extraction region defined by parallel plates
(±150 V, 1 cm apart) on either side of the water beam, an
acceleration region, a time-of-flight tube of length 120 cm,
and a channeltron detector. The product ions are extracted
from the interaction region perpendicularly to both the proton and water beams and the system can be configured to
detect either positive or negative ions. The extraction and
acceleration fields are selected in fulfillment of the conditions defined by Wiley and McLaren [23] in order to focus
incoming ions precisely at the detector entrance. The mass
resolution of the TOF is sufficiently high to separate
H2O+ , OH+, and O+ (see Fig. 2).
It is of great importance that the projectile beam does not
contain fast hydrogen atoms formed by the neutralization of
protons in collisions with the surfaces or the residual gas.
Thus the background vacuum is maintained below 10−6 torr
and the alignment of the proton beam is verified prior to each
experiment. Furthermore, single collision conditions are necessary to guarantee the unambiguous identification of reactions. This is checked by adjusting the density of the water
beam such that the total product ion yield varies over a factor
range of 4. The cross sections and branching ratios (the partial cross section corresponding to a specific product ion divided by the total ionization cross section) are observed to be
independent of the changing target density to within ±1%.
Therefore, it can be concluded that the product ion signal is
uncontaminated by reactions between hydrogen atoms (neutralized by electron capture from a water molecule) and water molecules.

FIG. 2. Product ion mass spectrum for the ionization of H2O by
proton impact at an energy of 50 keV. Upper diagram: ions produced by direct ionization (di) H+ + H2O → ions+ H+. Lower diagram: ions produced by single electron capture (ec) H+ + H2O
→ ions+ H. Magnified plots s3350d: spectra averaged over the full
range of incident energies studied (20–150 keV).

The determination of the mass-to-charge ratio of the product ions depends upon the detection of the corresponding
projectile. Each proton that crosses the interaction region can
be detected independently of its postinteraction charge state.
The energy transfer during a collision with a water molecule
is negligible in comparison with the kinetic energy of the
proton beam (20–150 keV). Thus, the precise time at which
the proton-water beam interaction takes place can be determined for each detected projectile. The arrival of a product
ion produces a pulse at the channeltron detector of the TOF.
The time difference between this pulse and the proton-water
beam interaction equals the flight time of the product ion.
Clearly, the number of projectiles has to be sufficiently low
for each product ion signal to be correlated to exactly one
projectile. Therefore, only one proton is allowed to cross the
interaction region during a time interval equal to twice the
flight time of the heaviest conceivable product ion. For the
present experimental arrangement, this limits the primary ion
beam current to 2000 protons per second.
In contrast to earlier experiments [10,13–18,20], the
present method simultaneously provides the mass-per-charge
ratio of the product ions and an analysis of the projectile
postinteraction. This enables direct ionization to be distinguished from electron capture during the ionization processes for each collision event. Furthermore, processes in
which two or more product ions are formed in a single collision event can be identified. For example, the Coulomb
explosion of multiply charged H2O molecules observed and
studied in detail by Werner et al. [10] can also be identified
in the present experiment.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Figure 2 shows the sum of the product ion mass spectra
corresponding to 50 keV proton-H2O collisions. The data
plotted in the upper part of the figure correspond to protons
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hitting the projectile detector (direct ionization) while the
lower mass spectrum corresponds to the detection of neutralized projectiles (electron capture). Double electron capture
[24], indicated by the detection of an H− projectile, is not
observed in coincidence with product ions. In order to improve the statistics and reduce the noise for low intensity
products, both graphs contain a second mass spectrum that
was determined by averaging the ion signal for measurements over the full range of proton energies. This averaged
ion signal is multiplied by 350 and plotted in Fig. 2 over the
ranges 1.3–10 and 33–38 Thomson (mass number/ion
charge). The absence of a peak at a mass per charge ratio of
36 Thomson indicates that the density of neutral clusters in
the water beam must be negligible. Both averaged mass
spectra reveal a clear peak at a mass per charge ratio of 2
Thomson. This represents the first observation of H2+ formation by proton impact on H2O, although the yield of this
fragment ion is too small to determine its cross section at
different projectile energies. Direct ionization and single
electron capture contribute roughly equally to total ion production in 50 keV collisions. However, the relative abundance of H2O+ and fragment ions differs significantly for the
two processes. Electron capture is observed to lead to larger
fragment ion signals than direct ionization.
Substantial kinetic energy release in a dissociation process
can complicate the analysis of fragment ions [25]. Low mass
fragment ions, thus released at high velocity (momentum
conservation), may be channeled to a detector by an extraction voltage with a lower efficiency than heavier fragments
[26]. Due to the relatively small geometric acceptance for
ions of the present time-of-flight assembly, it is essential to
check the variation in detection efficiency for the various
fragments. This is done by comparison with the absolute
partial cross sections for the ionization of water by proton
impact at 100–350 keV obtained by Werner et al. [10] independently of any discrimination effects. Werner et al. only
detected collision events producing at least one free electron.
These events correspond to direct ionization or electron capture processes which lead to the formation of more than one
ion or to a multiply charged product. Therefore, the present
partial cross sections for double ionization and multi-ion formation by electron capture and for direct ionization are
summed to make comparisons with the cross sections published by Werner et al. [10].
The detection of H2O+ can be considered to be free of
discrimination losses as there is no associated fragmentation
process. The ratio of the fragment ion yield to the H2O+ ion
signal is independent of the target thickness and projectile
ion beam properties but still contains information about the
discrimination due to the kinetic energy of the fragment ion.
In Fig. 3, these ion yield ratios are plotted as a function of
the projectile energy (filled symbols). The figure also shows
the cross sections for the production of fragment ions divided
by the cross section for H2O+ production published by
Werner et al. [10] (open symbols). For the heavier singly
charged fragment ions (OH+ and O+), the two data sets differ
by less than 10%. However, in the case of H+ dissociation
(up triangles), the present data are significantly lower than
those of Werner et al. [10]. This confirms that the present
TOF has a reduced detection efficiency for lighter fragment

FIG. 3. Fragment ion yield divided by H2O+ yield plotted
against proton-water collision energy considering only those events
where at least one free electron is produced (see text for details).

ions. For each fragment ion a factor was determined to correct for discrimination. These correction factors are given in
Table I. The fragment ion yields presented in the remainder
of this paper have been corrected accordingly. Thus it is assumed that the discrimination due to kinetic energy release is
independent of incident proton energy within the range of the
present experiments.
The present data are normalized to the absolute total cross
sections for the ionization of water determined by Rudd et al.
[17] for proton energies between 7 and 4000 keV. Rudd et al.
also measured the cross sections ss−d for processes leading
to the production of a negatively charged particle. The total
cross section for the formation of a positively charged product ion was defined as s+. It was assumed that s− is exclusively due to the production of electrons and that anion formation can be neglected. The present experimental system
allows the production of anions to be analyzed. In accordance with Rudd et al. [17], negatively charged ion products
are not observed upon proton impact ionization of water. As
carried out in the previous work [11], it is possible to calibrate the present measurements for total ion production using
the s+ data of Rudd et al. [17]. Furthermore, the part of the
ion signal used to determine the correction factors related to
the kinetic energy of fragment ions can be calibrated using
s− in order to determine absolute cross sections. Except in
the case of very low projectile energies, the two techniques
lead to the same result.
Rudd et al. [17] proposed a formula for s− as a function
of the proton energy E p:
TABLE I. Correction factors derived by comparing the present
measurements of fragment ion yield over H2O+ yield with the corresponding ratio from the data of Werner et al. [10]. Figure 3 shows
these ratios as a function of the proton energy.
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OH
O+
O2+
H+

Correction factor
1.29
1.68
1.91
3.07
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FIG. 4. Total and partial absolute ionization cross sections of
H2O by proton impact considering only those events where at least
one electron is produced (see text for details). The continuous and
dashed lines correspond to total and partial cross sections, respectively, and are fitted to Eq. (1) formulated by Rudd et al. [17]. The
corresponding parameters are given in Table II.

s−sE pd =

4pa20
1
x
+
A lns1 + xd + B CxD

,

s1d

where E p is the proton energy in eV, x = sE p / 1836d / 13.6, and
a0 is the Bohr radius. The four constants, A = 2.89, B
= 4.42, C = 1.48, and D = 0.75, were determined by fitting Eq.
(1) to the experimental total cross sections [17]. The sum of
the present yield measurements (corrected for discrimination
due to fragment kinetic energy) of all the different product
ions for processes that release at least one electron is normalized to the value of Eq. (1). This calibration procedure provides absolute total and partial cross section curves for the
various product ions in the energy range from 20 to 150 keV.
Figure 4 shows the present absolute cross sections obtained using the calibration described above (filled symbols)
in comparison with the data of Werner et al. [10] (open symbols). The curves represent fits to Eq. (1) for both data sets
(see Table II for the corresponding constants). The present
values represent a smooth extension of the data of Werner et
al. [10] to lower energies. The shapes of the cross section
curves shown in Fig. 4 vary for different products, particularly at low impact energies. Whereas the curves for H2O+
and OH+ production are fairly flat, those for H+ , O+, and O2+
exhibit increasingly pronounced maxima. The maximum partial cross section occurs at 70 keV for H2O+, 78 keV for
OH+, 74 keV for H+, 65 keV for O+, and 38 keV for O2+. It
TABLE II. Values for the parameters in Eq. (1) derived by fitting the partial cross sections in Fig. 5 with the help of Eq. (1)
originally derived by fitting the total cross section curve [17].
Product ion

A

B

C

D

H 2O +
OH+
O+
O2+
H+

0.74
1.29
20.34
20.01
20.95

4.42
20.53
1.25
0.03
4.33

0.74
0.52
0.08
0.01
0.27

0.57
0.65
0.63
2.19
0.76

FIG. 5. Left side plots: absolute partial cross sections for proton
impact ionization of H2O. Right side plots: branching ratios (product cross sections divided by total ionization cross sections) for
proton impact ionization of H2O.

should be noted that, at low collision energies, O2+ formed
by electron capture also contributes to Fig. 4. In this case, the
projectile is neutralized and an electron emitted simultaneously. Thus knowledge of the final charge state of the projectile is important to elucidate the kinetics of this collision
process. For the other fragment ions, the contribution due to
such electron capture processes is found to be negligible.
In the present experiment it is possible to distinguish between direct ionization (charge state of the projectile remains
unchanged) and electron capture (neutralization of the projectile) for each partial cross section. This information can be
used to derive the corresponding cross sections for direct
ionization and for electron capture, separately. Figure 5
shows the partial cross sections and Fig. 6 the total cross
sections. The two sets of cross sections are defined as differential in respect to the projectile charge state after the ionizing collision and the curves corresponding to direct ionization and to electron capture exhibit contrasting shapes. Direct
ionization (open circles in Figs. 5 and 6) becomes the dominant process at energies above 60 keV, although the direct
ionization cross sections begin to fall at higher energies. The
partial cross sections for the production of H+ , O+, and O2+
by electron capture show maxima at 30–40 keV. Conversely,
the curves corresponding to the partial cross sections for
H2O+ , OH+, and the total cross section for ionization by electron capture show no such peaks in the present energy range.
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FIG. 6. Comparison between total ionization cross sections and
cross sections direct ionization and electron capture for proton impact upon H2O.

For all product ions, the cross section for production by electron capture decreases sharply with increasing energy, i.e., by
two orders of magnitude from 20s−40d keV to 150 keV.
The dashed line in Fig. 6 represents the cross section, s−,
calculated using Eq. (1) and the solid line represents the total
cross section for positive ion formation, s+, as given by the
following equation [17]:

s+sE pd =

4pa20
1
x
+ D
A lns1 + xd + B Cx + F

,

s2d

where E p is the proton energy in eV, x = sE p / 1836d / 13.6, and
a0 is the Bohr radius. The five parameters, A = 2.89, B
= 4.42, C = 1.48, D = 0.75, and F = 4.8, were determined by
fitting Eq. (2) to the experimental data of Rudd et al. [17]. At
low proton energies the present cross sections for total ion
production (solid squares) deviate slightly from the results of
the equation. The open triangles correspond to the total cross
sections published by Werner et al. [11] for positive ion formation with the release of at least one electron.
Although in the present experiment the charge state of the
projectile when it hits the corresponding channeltron detector
can be determined with precision, there are two possibilities
that may lead to misinterpretation of a collision process.
(i) Protons that are neutralized before the interaction region can also initiate ionization events. Direct ionization of
H2O by such a neutral H atom would thus be interpreted as
an electron capture process. Therefore the proton beam is
checked before each measurement for the presence of neutral
H atoms. The ratio of protons to H atoms is measured without the water beam. For high collision energies this ratio is
better than 10000:1, while at very low proton energies it
decreases to 1000:1.
(ii) Lorentz field ionization of highly excited hydrogen
Rydberg atoms. Electron capture from an ion often leads to
the production of electronically highly excited atoms [27]. It
is known that field ionization can occur also in the presence
of a permanent magnetic field [28]. Thus production of such
a Rydberg atom in an electron capture process and subsequent field ionization would be interpreted as a direct ionization event. Since the cross section for electron capture increases by more than 2 orders of magnitude when the
projectile energy falls from 150 keV to 30 keV, it is clear that
field ionization of highly excited H* has a greater effect on
the data at low energies. However, previous 7–60 keV proton

FIG. 7. Comparison between the total cross sections for ionization of H2O by electron impact reported by Straub et al. [8] and the
total cross sections for direct ionization by proton impact (present
data) and target ionization with electron release (Werner et al. [10]).
The continuous line Eq. (1) corresponds to s− as defined by Eq. (1)
of Rudd et al. [17].

impact experiments upon H and Ar showed the fraction of
electron transfer collisions producing highly excited states of
the target molecule to have a maximum value of about 0.3%
[29] close to 30 keV. By analogy, the contribution of field
ionization to the present data is assumed to be negligible.
In addition to partial differential cross sections, Fig. 5 also
shows the branching ratios for direct ionization and electron
capture. These values (plotted on the right) were derived by
dividing the partial differential cross sections (plotted on the
left) by the corresponding total differential cross sections
shown in Fig. 6. The branching ratios for the individual product ions provide further insight into the mechanism for the
fragmentation of water molecules upon proton impact. Over
the full energy range studied, the branching ratio for H2O+
via direct ionization is greater than via electron capture.
However, for all fragment ions, the branching ratios for direct ionization are smaller than for electron capture. This is
in agreement with the observation that the relative intensity
of fragment ions in the mass spectra is higher for the electron
capture mechanism (see Fig. 2). Moreover, the branching
ratio for the production of H2O+ decreases with increasing
collision energy for both channels, whereas for the production of fragment ions both branching ratios increase for
greater collision energies.
For electron impact ionization the process of electron capture by the projectile is not possible. However, direct ionization by fast protons and electron impact ionization can be
expected to be similar. Although the polarities are opposite,
the instantaneous Coulomb interactions of both projectiles
with the target molecule are equal. However, since the mass
of a proton is a factor of 1836 larger than the mass of an
electron, the interaction time (which is the important parameter for the inelastic interaction) between the two projectiles
and a target molecule will be very different for the same
collision energy. The velocity of a projectile is proportional
to the interaction time. Figure 7 thus shows the present proton impact total cross sections for direct ionization (sdi, solid
squares) and the total electron impact ionization cross sec-
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tions reported by Straub et al. [8] (open circles) as a function
of the projectile velocity. The open triangles correspond to
the total cross sections for proton impact ionization with the
release of at least one electron ss−d measured by Werner et
al. [10]. The cross sections of Werner et al. will thus be
slightly larger than those for direct ionization. However, at
electron energies larger than 100 keV the difference between
s− and sdi can be estimated to be less than 1% since electron
capture becomes very unlikely (see Fig. 6). The solid line
represents s− as calculated using Eq. (1) [17]. The velocity is
given in multiples of the Bohr velocity svBohr = 2.19
3 106 ms−1d. At high projectile velocities s.5 vBohrd the
cross section for electron and proton impact ionization are
almost the same, whereas at lower velocities the cross sections for proton impact ionization are much larger. This result is similar to previous observations for the electron and
proton impact ionization of the rare gases ([30] and references therein). Paludan et al. [30] reported that the single
ionization cross sections (the major channel for the rare
gases; the maximum contribution of double ionization is
,5% of the single ionization channel) for e− , e+ , p+, and p−
impact are identical for high velocity collisions
(projectile velocity@ velocity of the bound target electrons as
described by the first Born approximation). At lower velocities, however, the positive projectiles were observed to correspond to higher direct single ionization cross sections than
the negatively charged particles. Paludan et al. [30] attributed this result to target polarization effects. They also commented that, at a fixed velocity, the lower kinetic energy of
lighter projectiles reduces their cross sections relative to
more massive counterparts as incident energy approaches the
ionization potential of the target.
The comparison between the present partial cross sections
for direct ionization by proton impact and those reported for
electron impact by Straub et al. [8] can be extended. Straub
et al. were unable to clearly separate the H2O+ products from
OH+ and O+ fragment ions. However, in addition to H2O
they measured D2O ionization and observed the corresponding absolute partial cross sections to be equal within the
experimental uncertainties (except for the H2+ and D2+), in
agreement with earlier studies [31,32]. The mass resolution
of the instrument used by Straub et al. was sufficiently high
to measure partial cross sections for O+ , OD+, and D2O+.
Thus, for the heavy product ions, the electron impact ionization cross sections of D2O are available and can be compared
with the present proton impact data for H2O. The filled symbols in Fig. 8 represent the partial cross sections for direct
ionization upon proton impact; big symbols correspond to
the present data and small symbols to that of Werner et al.
[10]. The partial electron impact ionization cross sections of
Straub et al. [8] are represented by open symbols. The figure
shows that the relative ordering of the partial cross sections
is the same for both projectiles. However, as for the total
single ionization cross sections (see above), at lower projectile velocities the partial cross sections are clearly greater for
proton impact than for electron impact. Furthermore, the
maximum cross sections occur at lower projectile velocities
in the case of proton impact. This effect is more pronounced
for the fragments with low absolute cross sections. In particular, whereas a proton with a velocity of twice the Bohr

FIG. 8. Comparison between the electron impact partial ionization cross sections for D2O reported by Straub et al. [8] (open
symbols) and the proton impact partial direct ionization cross sections for H2O measured in the present work (filled large symbols)
and by Werner et al. [10] (filled small symbols with trend lines).

velocity leads to the maximum production of O2+, an electron with the same velocity does not have sufficient energy to
produce this fragment ion at all. A similar shift of maximum
cross section to lower projectile velocity for proton impact as
opposed to electron impact was observed for the single and
double partial ionization cross sections of the rare gases [30].
However, as in the case of the total cross sections shown in
Fig. 7, the proton impact data match the electron impact data
more closely at higher projectile velocities. The maximum
partial cross sections for direct ionization by proton impact
and by electron impact [8] are listed in Table III. Also given
in the table are the thresholds for ion production from neutral
H2O [33] expressed as energies and as velocities for proton
and electron impact.
The final point of discussion relates to the presence of H2+
in the ionization mass spectra for proton impact upon H2O.
As the H2+ ion signal is strongly correlated with the density
TABLE III. The values in the column designated Max s PI are
the maximum values of the partial cross sections for direct ionization upon proton impact. The column designated Max sEI contains
the maximum values of the partial cross sections for electron impact
ionization. AE stands for appearance energy, meaning the threshold
energy needed to produce a particular product ion from neutral
water. Except for the O2+, the values are taken from the NIST tables
[33]. The appearance energy for doubly charged oxygen was determined by linear extrapolation of the threshold region of the cross
section values given by Straub et al. [8]. The appearance energies
are converted into proton and electron impact velocities in the
double column labeled Av.
AvsvBohrd

Product
ion

Max s PI
s10−20 m2d

Max sEI
s10−20 m2d

AE
(eV)

H+

e−

H 2O +
OH+
O+
O2+
H+

2.713
1.208
0.338
0.0217
1.263

1.38
0.441
0.0802
0.00175
0.382

12.65
18.08
26.8
86.3
18.2

0.022
0.026
0.033
0.059
0.027

0.96
1.15
1.40
2.51
1.16
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of water beam, this peak cannot be attributed to neutral hydrogen molecules from the ion source. The complementary
fragment to H2+ production ion is a neutral oxygen atom.
Due to momentum conservation, the H2+ will carry away
almost 90% of the kinetic energy released in such a dissociation event. Therefore, one can expect the counting losses
due to discrimination for this light fragment ion to be significant. Table I indicates that the discrimination factor for H2+
will be larger than 2. The two mass spectra shown in Fig. 2
(both averaged over all projectile energies in the regions corresponding to of H2+ and O2+) show the cross sections for
the production of O2+ and H2+ to be of the same order of
magnitude. This is in good agreement with the results of
Straub et al. [8] for electron impact ionization (see also
Fig. 8).
IV. CONCLUSIONS

The present work provides a complete set of partial and
total cross sections for the ionization of water molecules by
proton impact in the energy range 20–150 keV. The resultant
ions are mass analyzed in coincidence with the determination
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