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We present preliminary results of calculations based on a soluble three-body model recently proposed by
Amado. Angular distributions for the deuteron stripping process are presented for several energies and
the results are compared with the general behavior of experimental stripping patterns although no attempt
is made to describe a particular nucleus. Various approximation schemes such as the Butler theory and the
distorted-wave Born approximation are applied to our model amplitudes. The possibility of describing real
nuclei with this model is also discussed.

I. INTRODUCTION

'~)EUTERON stripping and pickup are, by their
nature, three-body problems. %e shall show that

these reactions can be studied in the context of a soluble
three-body model recently proposed by Amado, ' and
used successfully to describe the three-nucleon system. "
Our approach involves the use of particularly simple
two-particle interactions (separable potentials) which
reproduce the basic features of the low-energy two-body
systems, such as, for example, bound state wave func-
tions, scattering lengths, and effective ranges. ' These
potentials reduce the three-body problem to the solu-
tion of coupled sets of one dimensional Fredholm integral
equations, and allow us to take into account exactly
complicated three-body effects such as bound-state
breakup and the coupling between elastic and inelastic
channels. ' The model stripping amplitudes so obtained
exhibit many characteristic features of "real" deuteron
stripping. This model enables us to speculate upon the
nature of the basic stripping mechanism, and also offers
the possibility of studying and understanding the
various approximate theoretical procedures presently
used to investigate stripping reactions.

In Sec. II we describe our model; in Sec. III we give
results and in Sec. IV our discussion and conclusions.

II. THE MODEL

Prior to a discussion of results and conclusions, we
briefly describe our model which deals with five spinless
particles e, p, d, A, and 8; e, p, and A possess no in-
ternal degrees of freedom. With no loss of generality
the mass of 2 is chosen to be infinite and the masses of
e, p, and d to be those of the neutron, proton, and
deuteron, respectively. For simplicity we permit owly
the 8-wave interactions

a+p+~ d,
rs+A +~ 8,

which may be described by a second-quantized inter-
action Hamiltonian of the form

(n-p)'
4-.-s~'sV. ~l s

+as„g P fs.g(n')eeTg. ,gg+h c (2). .
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Xq „and X~„~ are the renormalized coupling constants
associated with each vertex, and the C's and P's are
annihilation operators for the appropriate particles.
Note that we allow no interaction between p and A,
and thus restrict ourselves to the study of (d,p) reac-
tions. It is necessary either to omit a direct p-A inter-
action or to treat the neutron and proton as identical
particles4 in order that the resulting coupled integral
equations satisfied by our model amplitudes are sufti-
ciently few in number to be solved straightforwardly on
present day computers. The following reactions occur
in this model.

(a) d+A -+ d+A,
(b) d+A -+ p+8,
(c) d+A —& p+e+A,
(d) p+8 ~p+8,
(e) p+8-+ d+A,
(f) p+8-+ p+m+A, t
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For a more detailed description of this model we sug-
gest that the reader consult Refs. 1—3.

The basic collision diagram, the Born approximation
for deuteron stripping, is represented schematically in
Fig. 1. The vertices in this diagram are described by
form factors

P P P d P

8 '8 8 A 8

+e ~ n+

B A BAB

(a)

+ ~ ~ 4

d p d p d p d P d p

fBnA(q ) ~BnA/(q +PBnA ) r

fA (q')=&A. /(q'+PA ')
(4)

(5)

h +nn ~ +
A 8 A 8 A 8 A 8

+ ~ ~ ~

where q is the momentum transfer to the exchanged
neutron, and X and P are constants. We set the deuteron
and nucleus 8 wave function renormalization constants
equal to zero; thus our present calculation is completely
equivalent to solving the three-body Schrodinger equa-
tion with particles n and A, and n and p interacting via
separable potentials fB„A(q')fB„A(p') and fA „(q')
XfA „(p'), respectively. '

In this note we are speaking in the quasiparticle
language of Amado' and Weinberg' rather than that of
the Schrodinger equation. To see the connection be-
tween the two approaches, one should realize, for ex-
ample, that when the nucleus 8 wave function re-
normalization constant is zero, the form factor fB„A(q')
is just (q'+nB')|PB(qs) where nB' is the binding energy of

FIG. |.Schematic representa-
tion of Born approximation to
stripping amplitude.

nucleus B, and |PB(q') is the bound state Schrodinger
wave function.

Elastic d-A and p-B scattering and stripping and
pickup amplitudes are then obtained by solving sets
of coupled integral equations, following partial-wave
analysis, as described in Refs. 1—3. In our calculation we
have summed all diagrams involving the exchange of a
neutron to form either a deuteron or nucleus 8. In Fig.
2 we write the amplitudes for p Belastic scatteri-ng and
stripping as a sum of all possible diagrams. These sums
do Not represent a perturbation expansion. The formal
sum of these diagrams is given by the set of integral
equations shown symbolically in Fig. 3. Note that
despite the fact that there is no direct p-A interaction
in our Hamiltonian, p Belastic scattering will c-ertainly
be affected by changing the 8-e-A vertex function. This
indirect p-A interaction arising from the B n Avertex--
is, however, not equivalent to the p-A distorting inter-
action encountered in the now standard distorted-wave
Born approximation (DWBA) calculations of stripping,
where the latter includes Coulomb and average nuclear
interactions.

' S. Wehbers, Phys. Rev. 130, 776 (1963),

III. RESULTS

We use units in which h=2yn=1 (where ns is the
nucleon mass) and the binding energy of the deuteron
e~ ——0.5. In the following calculation we have chosen
the parameters in the n-p system to give the binding
energy of the deteron and a triplet scattering length of
5.38 F. This choice is

PA „=6.255aA,

) A.„s 32xngSA. „(——«+P~„,)',
«= («/2)"'.

(6)

In the e-A system the relations between the parameters
are

)tBnA = g&GBPBnA(QB+PBnA)

&yB (eB)1/2

where e& is the binding energy of nucleus 8.The bound-
state wave function of nucleus B, $B(y) is

&B(y)=I2etBPB A(erB+PB A)/(erB pB A) j' '
y (&-ner tr

—P»Ar)/y (8)

The rms radius of nucleus 8 is obtained from the

P

Fio. 3. (a) Dia-
grammatic representa-
tions of coupled in-
tegral equations for
stripping and elastic
p-B amplitudes. Pick-
up and elastic d-A
amplitudes are coupled
analogously; (b) re-
normalized propagator
for either d or B.

8 A 8 A B

p d

(a)

Ib)

+n ~ ~

(b)

F&G. 2. (a) The sum of graphs for P-B scattering showing typical
higher order terms. The box represents the full p-B amplitude. In
general there may be an arbitrary number of both ladder rungs
and bubbles on internal d or B lines; (b) the sum of graphs for
stripping. The circle represents the full stripping amplitude.
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relation

r 4''(r) dr

&B BnAPBnA (&B+PBnA) +QB (QB+PB~A) 16QB

&B PBnA (&B+PBnA) (&B PBnA)

Ke initially choose e& =4~&= 8.90 MeV, and
which leads to r, ,=1.69 F.

We now solve the inte integral equations discussed in the
previous section. We find a th -b d d'

~ ~

a ree- o y discrete state
with binding energy 14.5 MeV but shae, ut s all not discuss

a e ur er since in this note we are intere t d
'

'pp' g and elastic scattering amplitudes only. The
es e in

sections
deuteron stripping (I+A ~p+8) d'ff

ions finally obtained are shown in I'ig. 4 for several
energies. The resemblance of th ese cross sections to
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chosen and the energies considered, is rather amusing.
We certainly do not claim to provide understanding for
the current DWBA model. Rather, we are presenting an
alternative model which gives similar results —hopefully
the relation between the two can be made clear in the
future. A program toward this end is proceeding in
collaboration with R. Bassel.
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FIG. 6. Elastic d-A and p-8 angular distributions
at arbitrary energies.

been a useful tool in studying stripping reactions. The
results are as follows:

(1) Born approximation: As can be seen from Figs.
3(b) and 3(c), the Born Approximation is much too
large, and can be shown to violate S-wave unitarity by
roughly an order of magnitude.

(2) Butler theory (cut-off Born approximation): One
of the first reasonably successful theories of nuclear
stripping was proposed by Butler. ' In this theory, the
effects of nuclear absorption are simulated by cutting
off integrals over nuclear coordinates in the usual Born
approximation at an arbitrary radius r~, which becomes
an adjustable parameter. A common feature of the
Butler calculation is that the radius r& is generally
larger than the nuclear radius found by other means.
We 6nd the same situation to hold in our model as can
be seen in Figs. 4b and 4c, that is, the Butler radii re-
quired to 6t our cross sections are much larger than the
rms radius of nucleus B. The Butler calculations were
performed at 1.78 and 11.1 MeV and normalized to the
exact cross sections at 0=0', the Butler cross section
being smaller than the exact result.

(3) Distorted-wave Born approximation: Finally, we
have sent our exact d-3 and p Belastic scatte-ring
angular distributions (Fig. 6) to Oak Ridge. Woods-
Saxon potentials have been constructed to describe
these processes, and along with binding energies, etc. ,
fed into the DWBA code. Preliminary results have just
been obtained. The stripping amplitude calculated at
several energies are in reasonable agreement with those
given by our model. The success of the DWBA in de-
scribing our model nucleus, at least for the parameters

S. T. Butler, Proc. Roy. Soc. (London} A208, 559 (195j.}.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We now discuss the signi6cance of the above results.
I.et us 6rst point out implications about the general
structure of stripping amplitudes. It is clear that many
of the qualitative features of deuteron stripping ampli-
tudes are contained in our model —the reason for this
can be made plausible if we assume that the basic mecha-
nism responsible for a "real" A (d,p)B reaction is the ex-
change of a neutron to form either a deuteron or nucleus
8 (see Fig. 1). Recall that the Born approximation is
much too large and violates S-wave unitarity by
roughly an order of magnitude. Clearly, the Born term
itself is a poor approximation to the true stripping ampli-
tude. What we request is a sum of diagrams involving
our basic exchange mechanism which gives amplitudes
in all channels satisfying three-body unitarity. Solving
the Schrodinger equation with separable potentials
gives exactly this unitary sum of ladder diagrams. While
we have not laid bare the mechanism responsible for
stripping, our results do imply that nucleon exchange is
an extremely important ingredient. Since a direct p-A
interaction occurs in nature and is necessary in the
DWBA model, it would be satisfying to understand the
effect of its inclusion in our model. Such an investiga-
tion is, however, beyond the scope of the present work.

We are considering extensions of this model to de-
scribe real nuclei. It, is straightforward to include spin
in our model, although this inclusion gives additional
coupled integral equations to solve. (See Ref. 2.) More
important for the description of real stripping would be
the use of a form factor fs„~(q') corresponding to a
real nuclear wave function. For example, in the case of
the 0"(d,p)O''*, where capture takes place into a 2S
state, at the very least, one would want a position space
wave function with one node. The above can be done
with little additional effort, the resulting new difhculty
being that the integral equations must now be decom-
posed into partial waves by machine. The inclusion
of further effects, such as the singlet state of the
deuteron, nuclear excited states, higher partial waves in
the two-body amplitudes, etc., all result in additional
coupled integral equations and are not being considered
presently.


