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The elastic scattering and single-nucleon stripping reactions induced by 312.6 MeV 'O on 2%Pb are
investigated and compared with data at lower incident energies. Distorted-wave Born-approximation analyses
account rather well for the relative final-state yields at each energy, but fail to reproduce the absolute
energy dependence of the observed transfer cross sections.

MeV; measured o (6); optical model and DWBA analyses; energy dependence of

[;:IUCLEAR REACTIONS 28pp(80,180), 28pp(0,1%N), 28ph(fo,150), EL=312.6:I
DWBA.

JULY 1978

I. INTRODUCTION

Studies of single-nucleon transfer reactions
induced by light and heavy ions have been ex-
tremely useful in examining single-particle as-
pects of nuclear levels. In most of these studies,
a direct one-step transfer model is assumed, the
model predictions are calculated and, finally,
the resulting transition strengths are compared
with the experimental data. Although this pro-
cedure is often quite successful, a number of prob-
lems arise. The first difficulty concerns the
extent to which the one-step distorted-wave Born
approximation (DWBA) is a useful description of
the transfer process. A second problem arises
if the model calculations are very sensitive to
aspects of the internal structure of the nuclear
states (for example, the radial form of the single-
nucleon overlap functions), for which neither ex-
perimental information nor adequate theoretical
models are available. However, as is demon-
strated in the preceding' and present papers, when
the analyses are performed for a particular trans-
fer reaction over a wide range of incident energy,
rather than at a single isolated energy, the valid-
ity of the reaction model can be tested more
stringently since the calculated energy dependence
of the transfer cross sections is relatively in-
sensitive to uncertainties in the treatment of the
overlap functions.

In the present work, we have investigated the
208Pb(160,15N)209B'1 and 2°8Pb(160, 150)209Pb reac-
tions at an incident energy of 312,6 MeV. In-
itial results of a DWBA analysis of the proton-
transfer data have been reported elsewhere.?

The projectile and target are closed-shell nuclei
for both neutron- and proton-transfer reactions,
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and the low-lying levels in the residual nuclei
are known to have large single-particle or single-
hole components. As a result, a comparison of
DWBA predictions for transitions to these states
to data at 312.6 MeV and at lower incident en-
ergies''>® (thereby spanning the region from below
the Coulomb barrier to more than 200 MeV above
the Coulomb barrier) provides a sensitive test of
the reaction model. ’

Further interest in these studies results from
our earlier measurements®® of light- and heavy-
ion emission from the interaction of 315 MeV '°O

' ‘with various heavy targets, including 2°*Pb. In that

work, it was shown that data obtained at an in-
cident energy of 315 MeV bear a remarkable re-
semblance, poth qualitatively and quantitatively, to
those measured in projectile fragmentation studies
at an incident energy of 33.6 GeV. The incident
energy of 20 MeV/A, close to the average Fermi
energy, was found to characterize a transition be-
tween low-energy quasielastic and high-energy
fragmentation processes. Experimental studies

of the energy dependence of simple processes, such
such as elastic scattering and single-nucleon
transfer, through this transition region, are im-
portant steps towards a unified treatment of low-
and high-energy phenomena.

II. EXPERIMENTAL METHODS

The 208Pb(16o’15N)209Bi and 208Pb(160’ 150)209Pb
reactions, as well as the elastic scattering of 0
on ?%Ppb were studied at the Lawrence Berkeley
Laboratory 88-inch cyclotron using an incident
beam of 312.6 MeV '°Q°* with an intensity on the
target of 10-100 nA. In the early stages of these
measurements, our main interest was in transfer
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processes populating the continuum. Consequently,
thick targets (1-3 mg/cm?, evaporated, self-sup-
porting *°®*Pb) were employed and the observed en-
ergy resolution was insufficient to distinguish
transitions to the various low-lying levels in 2*°Bi
and 2°°Pb, Later experiments were performed
with a thinner target (84 pg/cm?® 2°*Ph evaporated
onto a 15 pg/cm? carbon backing), thereby per-
mitting significantly better energy resolution’
(typically, 300 keV or AE/E~0.1%).

The reaction products were detected using a
quadrupole-sextupole-dipole (QSD) magnetic
spectrometer and focal plane detection system.
The focal plane detector used in the initial ex-
periments has been described earlier.””!® In
the later experiments, the detector was modi-
fied''!? to permit the measurement of additional
horizontal and vertical position and dE/dx sig-
nals. i - '

Differential cross sections were determined
using the measured target thickness and integrated
beam current. Dead time and target deterioration
effects were monitored throughout the experiment.
A small correction was applied to the absolute
cross section normalization in order to bring the
forward angle elastic scattering data into agree-

ment with Rutherford scattering cross sections.
Corrections were also made to the elastic scat-
tering cross sections for the finite entrance
aperture of the spectrometer. These corrections
were significant (2-12%) only for the most for-
ward angle elastic scattering data (6, <15°),
and did not seriously affect (<2%) the backward
angle elastic scattering data (6, >15°). This
correction was not applied to the transfer data,
since the effect is estimated to be insignificant,
The absolute cross section normalization is esti-.
mated to be accurate to +10%. Reaction products
from light target contaminants (in particular,
carbon and oxygen) were kinematically excluded
from the measurements reported here. Transfer
data obtained at angles forward of 6,,, = 8° were not
sufficiently separated from reactions on target
contaminants, and were not included in the final
analyses.

III. DISCUSSION OF THE ENERGY SPECTRA

Energy spectra for the ®*Pb('°0, *N)?**°Bi re-
action at four incident energies, each measured
near the angle of maximum transfer probability,
are displayed in Fig. 1. The spectrum shown in
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FIG. 1. Energy spectra obtained for the 28Pb(®0, 1*N)?9Bi reaction at incident energies of 104, 138.5, 216.6, and
312.6 MeV. Transitions to known proton single-particle states are labeled according to their shell-model orbitals.



18 ENERGY DEPENDENCE OF ELASTIC SCATTERING... II ‘ 207

part (d) of the figure was obtained in the present
work; the data in parts (a)-(c) were measured in
earlier studies"* of this reaction at lower bombar-
ding energies. Prominent in all these energy spec-
tra are transitions to well known single-particle
states in 2°°Bi, and these are labeled by their
shell-model orbitals.

As has been previously observed for the data in
parts (a)—(c) and for data measured for similar
transfer reactions (see, for example, Ref. 13),
the spectra exhibit a characteristic dependence on
the single-particle angular momentum j. At low
bombarding energies, spin-flip transitions are
enhanced, i.e., a proton removed from a j =1 -3
= j. orbital, as in '°0, is preferentially trans-
ferredtoa j=1 +3= js orbital in the residual
nucleus. Examples of this phenomenon are the
intense yields to the f,,,, rather thanf;,,, and
D32, rather than p,,,, levels. A qualitative in-
terpretation of this observation was presented in
Ref, 13. At an incident energy of 312.6 MeV,
however, a complete reversal of the j dependence
is observed, and non-spin-flip transitions pre-
dominate; i.e., j, rather than j, states in the
residual nucleus are preferentially populated.

This reversal of the j dependence is accurately
reproduced by DWBA calculations, as will be
demonstrated in Sec. V. Further insight into the
source of this phenomenon can be obtained by
considering a semiclassical model of the transfer
process.'*!® In this formulation, the transfer
probability for the direct transfer of a nucleon
(or cluster of nucleons) from an initial state spec-
ified by orbital and magnetic quantum numbers
(Z,,2,) to a final state specified by (7,,2,) is given
by

P, \) o [ Yzlxl('”f/zy 0) Yzzxz (n/2,0)]?

oo )-GO

where
- MNoN
Ak=Fk, - R TR (2)
AL=X, — X\ +3 k(R —Ry) + Qqgy 2%, (3)
and
. ez .
Qu:=Q - (2{2{-2izZ}) % . @

R

In these equations, k,=Amv/%, R=R,+R,, Am is
the mass of the transferred nucleon or cluster of nu-
cleons, v=[2(E., - E.p)/p]*/ 2 is the relative velocity
in the region of transfer, R, and R, are the radii

of the projectile and target nuclei, respectively,
and o, and 0, measure the widths of the A%k and

AL distributions and are of similar magnitude.'**®

- For a large transfer probability, A2=0 and

AL= 0, corresponding to the conservation of lin-
ear and angular momenta of the transferred par-
ticle.

As an example, we consider the **Pb(*°0, **N)-
29°Bi reaction populating the 2f,,, and 2f,, levels
in 2°Bi at 0.90 and 2.84 MeV, respectively, since
suitable experimental data are available for this
particular spin-orbit pair over the entire range
of incident energies discussed here. For these
reactions, the values of [,/R, and I,/R, are similar

‘in magnitude and the value of @, is negative for

both reactions. For low incident energies, the
transfer velocity is much smaller than the orbital
velocities, and the second and third terms of Eq.
(2) must nearly cancel in order that Ar=0. This
requirement also results from Eq. (3), since

at low velocities the magnitude of the negative
Q. term is sufficiently large that ), =-I;, and
A, =+1, result in the minimum value of |AL]|.
The manifestation of this condition (under the
assumption that the spin orientation of the trans-
ferred nucleon does not change) corresponds to .
the j dependence observed at low bombarding
energies, i.e., spin-flip transitions are en-
hanced. At very high bombarding energies, v
becomes much larger than the orbital velocities.
Inspection of Eq. (2) then indicates that X, =+1,

and A,=+1, are required in order to minimize the
magnitude of Ak. Similar conclusions also result
from Eq. (3), in which the @, term is now neglig-
ible and the remaining negative &, term is suf-
ficiently small that, in order for AL=0, X, and

A, must be of the same sign. These conditions
result in a prediction that non-spin-flip transitions
are preferred, as in the case at 312.6 MeV. At
intermediate energies, a simple inspection of Egs.
(2) and (3) is not.sufficient to determine the model
predictions, and detailed calculations of Eq. (1),
considering all possible magnetic substates and
including the angular momentum coupling terms,
are necessary for a prediction of the relative
strengths of j, and j, states. Such calculations
show that this semiclassical model predicts a too
rapid evolution from spin-flip to non-spin-flip
'‘dominance.

Energy spectra for the 2°°Pb(*°0, **0)**°Pb re-
action at 139 and 312.6 MeV, each measured near
the angle of maximum transfer probability,are
shown in Fig. 2. The lower-energy data were ob-
tained in earlier studies® of this reaction. As in
the proton-transfer spectra, several known single-
particle states in the residual nucleus are pre-
ferentially populated. Also evident in the 312.6
MeV spectrum is a candidate for a j,;,, fragment
state, which was observed at the same excitation
energy but only weakly populated, at lower in-
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FIG. 2. Energy spectra obtained for the 2%pb (160, 150)-
209pp reaction at incident energies of 139 and 312.6
MeV. Transitions to known neutron single-particle
states are labeled according to their shell-model orbit-
als.

cident energies.® In the neutron-transfer spectra,
the observed j dependence is somewhat different
from that seen in.the proton-transfer case.
Transitions to j, rather than j, states are strongly
enhanced at 139 MeV and this preference is still
apparent, although much weaker, at 312.6 MeV, in
contrast to the observation of a reversal of the
j dependence for the proton-transfer reaction.
Application of the semiclassical model to the
neutron-transfer reaction indeed indicates that the
incident energy at which reversal of the j depen-
dence is predicted is significantly higher than was
predicted for the proton-transfer reaction. This
result follows from inspection of Eq. (4), since
the value of @, is 12 MeV more negative for
neutron transfer than for proton transfer. As a
result, the @, term is very large at low and
intermediate bombarding energies and the largest
transition amplitude occurs for A;=+17, and A,
= ~l,. The Ak term must be considered for cal-
culations at energies above 150 MeV, and at suf-
ficiently high incident energies, where the @,
term is negligible, the considerations applied to
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FIG. 3. Energy spectra measured at 14.4° for the
(%0, 1°N) reaction induced by 312.6 MeV 80 on targets

of 28pp and 197Au.

the proton-transfer reaction may again be used.
Thus a reversal of the j dependence would be
indicated. However, as in the proton-transfer
analysis, the predicted energy at which the re-
versal occurs is smaller than indicated by the

~ data.

An additional feature in the proton- and neutron-
transfer data which appears to have a strong de-
pendence on incident energy is the yield to a broad
structure centered at about 8 MeV in excitation. _
At the lowest energies [Figs. 1(a), 1(b), and 2(a)],
this structure is barely visible and, as the incident
energy is increased, its strength increases rela-
tive to that of transitions to the known single-
particle states. The fact that this peak appears to
be constant in excitation energy over a wide range
of bombarding energy indicates that it is not the
result of kinematic factors favoring the population
of different final states with an optimum @ value,
but rather reflects an increasing cross section for
a definite excitation energy region.

This broad structure in the ***Pb and 2*°Bi spec-
tra is again shown in Figs. 3 and 4, in which a
larger portion of the excitation energy range
is displayed for data obtained with thick targets
(1-3 mg/cm?). The peak near 8 MeV in excitation
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FIG. 4. Energy spectra measured at 14.4° for the
(%0, 150) reaction induced by 312.6 MeV 10 on targets
of 2%pb and '*"Au.

is observed to be superimposed on a smooth back-

ground. Also shown in the figures are energy spec-

tra for the (*°0,'*N) and (*°0, '°0) reactions on
197Au, and the relatively intense excitation of sev-
eral wide structures is apparent.

One possible source of these broad structures is
single-nucleon transfer from one of the more
deeply bound orbitals in **0 (most probably the
P, orbital) which would leave **N or O in an
excited state (6.32 or 6.18 MeV, respectively).
The subsequent in-flight ¥ -ray decay of the reac-
tion product would then give rise to a Doppler-
broadened peak in the spectrum. In order to
investigate this possiblity, both proton- and neu-
tron-transfer reactions were performed on 2°°Pb
and '"Au targets using a 250 MeV incident N
beam (17.9 MeV/A incident energy as compared
to 19.5 MeV/A for the '°0 beam). Since °N has
no particle-stable excited states, significant dif-
ferences between the (*°0,°0) and (**N, **N) spec-
tra could indicate that the ®O-induced transfer
data contain peaks originating from the excitation
of ®N and *°0, together with the excitation of the
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FIG. 5. Energy spectra measured at 14.4° for the
(14N, 13C) reaction induced by 250 MeV ‘N on targets of
28ph and 1¥7Au.

heavier residual nuclei.

Energy spectra for the **N-induced proton- and
neutron-transfer data are shown in Figs. 5 and 6.
Similarities between the °0- and **N-induced
neutron-transfer spectra displayed in Figs. 4 and
6 are evident. In particular, the intense popula-
tion of several single-particle states in ***Pb, in-
cluding the suspected j;,, fragment, is visible in
these spectra, and two broad structures, centered
near 0 and 4 MeV in excitation, are observed in
spectra for both the (*0,*Q) and (**N,**N) reac-
tions on *"Au. In fact, the only significant dif-
ference between these data is that the peaks that
appear near 7.5 MeV in excitation in the
208pp(180, 1°0)?°Pb spectrum and near 10 MeV in
the "Au(*®0, °0)!*®Au spectrum are absent in
the corresponding (**N, **N) spectra. This ob-
servation is consistent with the identification of
the broad peaks in the (*°0,'°0) spectra as the
population of the excited state of '°0 (6.18 MeV)
and one or more states in the heavy residual nu-
cleus (approximately 1 and 4 MeV for the 2°Pb
and '®®Au spectra, respectively). It will be
demonstrated in Sec. V that a DWBA analysis
confirms this identification.

A comparison of the %0 and *N-induced proton-
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FIG. 6. Energy spectra measured at 14.4° for the
(“N, 13N) reaction induced by 250 MeV ‘N on targets of

208py and 197Au.

transfer spectra shown in Figs. 3 and 5 also in-
dicates the plausibility of this mechanism. The
intense structure located near 8 (12) MeV in
excitation for the (*°0,'*N) reaction on 2**Pb (**'Au)
is not apparent in the corresponding (*N,**C) spec-
tra, whereas other features in the spectra are
similar. For example, the reversal of the low-
energy j dependence, as exemplified by the stronger
population at higher energy of the f,,, rather than
fa,2 state in *®Bi, is observed for both the
(*°0,N) and (**N, *C) reactions on ?**Pb.

The origin of the remaining structures in Figs.
3-6 is not well understood. The observed ener-
gies of many of these broad peaks correspond
closely to known giant-resonance states seen,
for example, in inelastic electron, proton, 3He
and o particle scattering.’®™*® Recent **’Au(p, p’)
197Au studies'® indicate a resonance near 4 MeV
in excitation [full width at half maximum (FWHM)
~2 MeV] and a wider resonance near 12 MeV in
excitation (FWHM~ 4 MeV), in addition to the usual
ground-state transition. These centroid-energies

(and, to a degree, the corresponding widths) are

in remarkable correspondence with the structures
appearing in the **?Au(**N,**N)"*®*Au spectrum shown
in Fig. 6. The excitation of giant-resonance states
in the inelastic scattering of heavy ions by mas-
sive targets has notbeen extensively studied; how-
ever, recent experiments® have observed such
processes in the inelastic scattering of 139 MeV
180 ions by 'Au. (In Ref. 20, the energy spectrum
between 5 and 20 MeV in excitation was displayed.
Two peaks, located near 6 and 12 MeV, are

visible and the former, quite intense structure

is probably the result of projectile excitation.) Un-
fortunately, the %0 and !N inelastic scattering en-
ergy spectra obtained in the present work are not
sufficient for a convincing identification of the
structures observed in the transfer data as tran-
sitions to giant-resonance states.

Detailed inelastic scattering measurements are
necessary since alternative explanations of the
structures seen in the transfer spectra are con-
ceivable: (i) The peak located near 4 MeV in
excitation in the neutron-transfer spectra on **’Au
may reflect unresolved transitions to many dis-
crete low-lying levels in %®Au; (ii) since several
wide peaks appear in the spectrum rather than a
single structure, it is conceivable that states in
two major shells, both below and above the Z =82,
N=126 closure, are being populated. Indeed, the
energy gap between the closed-shell and high-
spin states involving excitations into the higher
shell is 4-5 MeV, and is in general agreement
with the energy spacing between the peaks near
0 and 4 MeV in the '*®Au spectrum: (iii) the wide
structure located at high excitation in all the spec-
tra under consideration could result from the
initial excitation of the projectile (for example,
in the Coulomb field of the target) and its sub-
sequent decay by proton or neutron emission.
Thus, for example, the threshold for the neutron-
fragmentation channel in the **7Au(**N, **N)!°®Au
reaction would occur at 6.5 MeV in excitation and
indeed, this energy seems to characterize the
onset of the large continuum peak. Earlier
studies® of the interaction of 315 MeV °0 with
208pp indicated that the position of the continuum
peak in the energy spectra for elements from
lithium to nitrogen generally could be reproduced
with a simple fragmentation model.

IV. ELASTIC SCATTERING AND OPTICAL MODEL
ANALYSES

The %0 + 2%8Pb elastic scattering angular dis-
tribution measured at an incident energy of 312.6
MeV is displayed® in Fig. 7. Several optical-
model descriptions of these data have been in-
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FIG. 1. Elastic-sca'lttering angular distributions for
312.6 MeV 160 on ?8Pb. The curves are optical-model
fits using the parameters listed in Table I and discussed
in the text.

vestigated using the program PTOLEMY.?® The re-
sulting fits to the elastic scattering data will be
discussed in this section; a discussion of the
DWBA transfer calculations using these potentials
will be presented in Sec. V.

Several sets of energy-dependent and energy-
independent Woods-Saxon optical potentials which
fit the elastic scattering data between 104 and
216.6 MeV have been derived.! The optical po-
tential @ was obtained* from an 11-parameter

global fit to the low-energy data (E,, <216.6 MeV),

allowing quadratic energy dependence in the geo-
metrical parameters (a, ,a;,7, ,7;), energy in-
dependence in the well depths (V,., V; ), and

equal real and imaginary radii. The resulting
‘parameters were first extrapolated to 312.6 MeV
and were then used as initial values in a least-
squares fit to the elastic scattering data at 312.6
MeV, producing a final x* per point of 0.8 obtained
for 5% error bars. The optical potentiall3, on
the other hand, was oObtained* by individual three-
parameter fits to the low-energy data at each
energy, requiring that the real and imaginary
diffusivities are equal, and leaving V, and V;
fixed at 50 MeV. The corresponding parameters
for the potential I3 at 312.6 MeV were derived in
a similar manner by a three-parameter (7,,7; ,a,
=a;) fit to these data, and a final X per point of
0.06 was obtained. Finally, the optical potential
C was obtained! from a four-parameter, energy-
independent fit to the elastic scattering data be-

tween 104 and 216.6 MeV, requiring that V, =100
MeV and V; =20 MeV, and allowing the geometrical
parameters (v,,7;,4a,,a;) to vary. The resulting
optical-model parameters account reasonably well
for the elastic scattering data at 312.6 MeV but,

as discussed in Ref. 1, this (or any other) energy-
independent potential does not fit the lower energy
data as well as do the energy-dependent potentials
and, indeed, certain gross discrepancies are found
(for example, a complete failure to fit the elastic
scattering angular distribution at 216.6 MeV). The
parameters for optical potentials @, I3, and C

at 312.6 MeV are presented in Table I and the fits
to the 312.6 MeV elastic scattering data are dis-
played in Fig. 7.

A conventional definition®* of the strong absorp-
tion radius is the distance of closest approach for
a Rutherford trajectory with scattering angle 6, ,,,
the center-of-mass angle at which the experi-
mental elastic scattering cross section equals i
of the Rutherford value. This strong absorption
radius R,,, is then given by

Ry ,,= Q-k—[l+csc(%9l/4)] , (5)

where k= (2mE)'/2/% is the entrance channel wave
number and 1= Z,Z,e>Vm /i V2E is the Sommerfeld
parameter. An alternative strong absorption rad-
ius can be defined from the grazing angular mo-
mentum [, ,,, for which the optlcal potential trans-
mission coefficient T, equals 2, the distance of
closest approach in the corresponding Rutherford
trajectory is

: 1/2
R,,,= %_[1+ (1+ 11[2(;12[2*—1)) ] (6)

As is discussed in Ref, 25, these two radii are
approximatelyequal in the sharp cutoff limit.

The two strong absorption radii are listed in
Table II and displayed in Fig. 8 for the present
elastic scattering data and for data!+**"* at in-
cident energies between 80 and 216.6 MeV. Optical
potential I3 was used for calculations of [,,,. The
indicated error bars were calculated assuming
uncertainties of +0.5 and +0. 2° in the values of
Ly/zand 6y,

It has recently been noted®®?° that for the system
160 1 28pp at intermediate incident energies (less
than 216.6 MeV), the value of R, ,, remains nearly

TABLE I Optical-potential parameters.

v, Vi 7y 7 a, o4 rc
Potential (MeV) (MeV) (fm) (fm) (fm) (fm) . (fm)
Q 51.09 51.46 1.114 | 1.114 0.7964 0.7410 1.300
3 50.00 50.00 1.181 1.145 0.6820 0.6820 1.300
C 100.00 20.00 1.090 1.273 0.7770 0.5970 1.300
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TABLE II. Interaction radii for 160 +28Pp elastic scattering.

E pap V=V, 7, 7 ay =a; 01/ Li/e Ry v
(MeV) (MeV) - (fm) (fm) (fm) (deg) (fm) (fm)
80.02 50.0 1.394 1.364 0.261 oo 11.0 v 12.91
83.02 50.0 1.406 1.351 0.243 139.0 21.7 12.67 12.95
88.0% 50.0 1.384 1.300 0.278 114.3 30.6 12.66 12.86
90.02 50.0 1.335 1.308 0.383 107.2 34.1 12.67 12.87
94.0° 50.0 1.295 1.283 0.460 96.2 40.0 12.68 12.88
96.02 50.0 1.326 1.292 0.406 91.7 42.0 12.68 12.82
102.02 50.0 1.244  1.217  0.559 81.6 48.0 1262 12.72
104.0 © 50.0 1.317 1.293 0.419 78.1 50.9 12.65 12.79
129.5¢ 50.0 1.231 1.217 0.621 52.9 73.1 12.75 12.81
138.5°¢ 50.0 1.221 1.194 0.612 48.7 76.8 12.58 12.55
192.04 50.0 1.215 1.198 0.625 31.2 105.8 12.50 12.46
216.6 © 50.0 1.133 1.135 0.736 27.5 115.0 12.23 12.29
312.6 50.0 1.181 1.145 0.682 17.9 -146.7 12.09 12.00

4Data from Ref. 26.
YData from Ref. 27.

constant as a function of energy, whereas R, ,,
appears to decrease slowly as the bombarding en-
ergy is increased. With the addition of these new,
higher-energy data, it now appears that both radii
show a systematic decrease for increasing incident
energy, although the magnitude of this effect is
rather small. This observation of a decreasing
interaction radius is in agreement with the
commonly held notion that as the kinetic energy
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2.9} 4’# 160 + 208pp
2.8 %% % |
2.7 % TJ
-;*+ -1.50
2.6 t {1 ]
- f % z
= 12.5+ — -
= f
24 .
1231 J[. |
-1.45
2.2 1 L
R=r(l63+2083) =
2ol ° Ris2 + _
1.9 | 1 | ] |
100 200 300
Eqp (MeV)

FIG. 8. The strong absorption radii Ry/, andR;;, (de-
termined with optical potential I3) as a function of inci-
dent energy.

“Data from Ref. 1.
dpata from Ref. 28.

of the incident particle is increased, the effective
interaction region can correspond to smaller radii,
and thus, one can sample the field more deeply
inside the target nucleus. Additional experimental
studies at still higher incident energies and for
other nuclear systems (e.g., the °0+%°Si system,
for which a similarly small effect has been ob-
served®’) are clearly necessary for a further in-
vestigation and verification of the observed en-
ergy dependence of the strong interaction radius.

V. SINGLE-NUCLEON TRANSFER ANGULAR
DISTRIBUTIONS AND DWBA ANALYSES

A. DWBA calculations

Angular distributions for the 2Pb(**0, '*N)**°Bi
and *®Pb(*°0, **0)*®°Pb reactions at 312.6 MeV
were extracted from the data.?® For transitions
which were incompletely resolved [such as the Ss/a -
+Psja+ by, triplet and £, +1i 5, doublet observed
in the 28Pb(*°0, N)2*Bi spectra], yields to the
individual states were obtained using a peak-fitting
procedure. Yields for the *N* and '°O* transitions
were obtained using linear background subtrac-
tion techniques; no background was apparent for
transitions to the low-lying states in 2°°Bi and
209pp, As at the other incident energies above the
Coulomb barrier, structureless bell-shaped angu-
lar distributions are observed and, in the present
work, are peaked at an angle of 13.5° (c.m.).
Finite-range DWBA calculations for each of these
transitions at all measured energies were made
with the program PTOLEMY .>* The effective tran-
sition operator included both Coulomb and core-
Coulomb corrections,* which resulted in calcula-
tions using post and prior forms of the interaction
agreeing with 3%. '

The optical-potential parameters which were
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FIG. 9. Angular distributions of the 28pp (160, 15N)-
29Bj reaction at 312.6 MeV. The solid lines represent
DWBA calculations using optical-model potential ¢ and
experimental spectroscopic factors. The short dashed
lines indicate the DWBA predictions when the DWBA
ground-state angular distribution is normalized to the
experimental result; better agreement with the data is
obtained when the predictions are shifted by 1°, as indi-
cated by the long dashed lines.

used in the DWBA calculations are presented in
Table I and were discussed in Sec. IV. Since
detailed N + 2°°Bi elastic scattering data over a
wide range of incident energies are not available
(and the short lifetime of °0 prohibits its use as
a projectile), identical optical-potential param-
eters were used in both the entrance and exit
channels. The calculations of Ref. 32 indicate
that for the *®*Pb(*2C,*3C)**"Pb and **Pb(**C, ' B)-
209Bj reactions, DWBA calculations employing
optical-model potentials separately determined for
both entrance and exit channels were not signi-
ficantly different from those using the entrance
channel optical-model parameters in both chan-
nels.

The bound-state wave functions of the transferred
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FIG. 10. Angular distributions of the 28pp (80, 1°N)-
29Bj reaction at 312.6 MeV. The solid lines represent
DWBA calculations using optical-model potential I3 and
experimental spectroscopic factors. The dashed lines
indicate the DWBA predictions when the DWBA ground-
state angular distribution is normalized to the experi-
mental result.

proton and neutron were described by Woods-Saxon
potentials, including a spin-orbit interaction. The
well depths were adjusted to reproduce the experi-
mental separation energies. The parameters used
in the DWBA calculations are listed in Table III
and have been used in earlier studies®*~3* of helvy-
ion induced single-nucleon transfer reactions on
2085ph. A detailed justification of these param-
eters is given in the previous paper.! As was
discussed there, the absolute magnitude of the
calculated DWBA cross sections is rather sen-
sitive to the choice of bound-state parameters.

For example, using the **Pb+p bound-state
potential for the ?*®*Pb +#n system increases the
calculated ?®*Pb(*°0, *0)**°Pb cross sections at
312.6 MeV by a factor of 1.49, but has a similar
effect at 139 MeV (the factor is 1.58). As a result,
the relative energy dependence of the predicted
transfer cross sections will be less sensitive to
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TABLE II. Bound-state wave function parameters.

¥, a, Vo ¥ QAo 7c
System (fm)  (fm) (MeV) (fm) (fm)  (fm)
Wph+p 1,28 0.76 6 1.09 0.06 1.30
Mph+y  1.25  0.63 7 1.10  0.50°
5N +p  1.20  0.65 7 1.20  0.65 1.20
150 +  1.20  0.65 7 1.20  0.65

bound-state parameters.

The spectroscopic factors for N and *0 were
both assumed to have the full closed-shell value
of S=2 for the 1p,,, ground state and S=4 for
the excited 1p;,, hole state at 6.32 and 6.18 MeV,
respectively. The spectroscopic factors for 2°°Bi
and 2°°Pb given in the last columns of Tables IV
and V were taken from vibration-particle coupling
calculations®'3¢ which predict strengths roughly
consistent with those inferred from earlier studies
of light- and heavy-ion induced single-nucleon
transfer reactions on *®*Pb (see, for example,
Refs. 1, 32, 33, 37, and 38). Tables IV and V
also list relative spectroscopic factors extracted
from the present data using various optical po-
tentials; the absolute ground-state spectroscopic
factors are taken from the model calculations
of Ref. 35, the light-ion spectroscopic factor S,
is chosen in the manner described above, and the
absolute normalization N is determined from the
equation

do ) (do)
—_ = NS,S, {— .
(dﬂ expt e as PTOLEMY

B. 208pp (160, 15N) 209 Bj reaction

(7

DWBA calculations for the 2®Pb(*°0, **N)?*°Bi
reaction at 312.6 MeV are indicated by the solid
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lines in Fig. 9 and were obtained using optical po-
tential @ and the experimentally determined rela-
tive spectroscopic factors listed in Table IV. The
short dashed lines indicate the resulting pre-
dictions when the calculated ground-state angular
distribution is arbitrarily normalized to the ex-
perimental angular distribution, yielding a value

of the normalization coefficient N=0.348 [see Eq.
(7)]. As may be seen, the DWBA generally pre-
dicts the shape and position of the angular distri-
butions correctly although, as indicated by the

long dashed lines, a somewhat better fit to the data
can be obtained by a 1° shift of the DWBA calcu-
lations toward smaller scattering angles. It will
be demonstrated later that this discrepancy de-
pends on the optical potential used in the calcula-
tions.

The generally good agreement of the experimental
relative spectroscopic factors with the theoretical
valuesas well as with those measured in earlier
studies of single-nucleon transfer reactions on
208py indicates that the DWBA accounts reasonably
well for the relative intensities of the various transi-
tions and, therefore, for the observed reversal
of the j dependence discussed in Sec. III. In
addition, DWBA calculations have been performed
for the broad structure located at 8 MeV in ex-
citation, assuming this structure to result from
the simultaneous excitation of the 1p,,, hole
state in '*N (E,, =6.32 MeV, S =4) and the six
low-lying levels in *®Bi. Using the experimental
spectroscopic factors listed in Table IV, and the
same normalization factor (N =0.348) that was used
for transitions involving the ground state of *°N,
predictions are obtained that agree quite well with
the experimental angular distribution '(see Fig. 9).
This agreement provides further evidence for the
validity of our identification of this structure as
due to transfers populating the p,, hole state of *°N.

TABLE IV, Spectroscopic factors for the 28Pb(160,15N)2?Bj reaction.

Eex FitQ FitI3 (10,152 (2c,iip)b (He,d)¢  Theory!
State MeV) ~ Se© se se s S S
1hy/, 0.00 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.84 1.17 0.95
2f1/5 0.90 0.81 0.82 0.74 0.81 0.78 0.85
ligg/s 1.61 0.73 0.68 0.61 0.75 0.56 0.70
2fs5/2 2.84 0.72f 0.64f 0.61° 0.54 0.88 0.66
339 3.12 0.74f 0.74f 0.55 0.69 0.67 0.74
P1/2 3.64 0.66 0.50 0.52 0.45 0.54
2From Ref, 1.
bFrom Ref. 32, E;,, = 97.9 MeV.

¢From Ref. 37.
dFrom Ref. 35.

®Normalized to the theoretical ground-state spectroscopic factor.
fSpectroscopic factor for the 2f 5/2 level has been adjusted for a small contribution from
the unresolved 3p3/, level (S = 0.74 assumed).
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Ej,. = 312.6 MeV 139 MeV?

E,, Fit @ FitI3 Fit @ FitI3 @d,p)® Theory ©
State (MeV) sd sd sd sd S S
289/ 0.00 0.89 0.89 0.89 0.89 0.92 0.89
141/, 0.78 0.88 0.89 0.83 0.81 1.14 0.96
Y 15/2 1.424 0.88°¢ 0.84 ¢ 0.75¢ 0.72°¢ 0.77 0.65°
3ds/ 1.565 0.91°¢ 0.91° 0.91° 0.91¢ 0.89 0.91
454/, 2.03 e 9.798 6.78¢ 0.85 0.94
281/2 2.49 1.39" 1.37"h 1.701 1.81% 0.95 0.84
3ds/y 2.54 0.90 "1 0.90 1 0.901 0.90" 0.99 0.90
Yis/a 3.05 0.07" 0.07" 0.07 0.07 0.26"
(1 15/2) 3.77 0.26 0.26 0.25 0.22

4Data from Ref. 5 and reanalyzed in the present work.

bFrom Ref. 38 for an incident energy of 20 MeV.

¢From Ref. 35.

dNormalized to the theoretical ground-state spectroscopic factor.
“Spectroscopic factor for the 1j 45/, level has been adjusted for a small contribution from

the unresolved 3d;,, level (s = 0.91 assumed ).
fFrom Ref. 36.

gApproximate spectroscopic factor (upper limit) since the experimental yields are small

and the fits to the data are poor.

hSpectroscopic factor for the 2g7/2 level has been adjusted for smaller contrlbutlons from
the unresolved 3d3/, and 1j 15/, levels (S=0.90 and S=0.07 assumed).
! Spectroscopic factor for the 2g4/, level has been adjusted for a small contribution from

the unresolved 3dg,, level (S = 0.90 assumed).

JAppr'oxlmate excitation energy. This group could contain transitions to several neigh-

boring states.

The most striking feature shown in Fig. 9 is
the failure of the DWBA to predict accurately the
absolute magnitude of the transfer cross sec-
tions. Although the model properly accounts for
the observed relative yields, the DWBA calcula-
tions overestimate the magnitude of the cross
sections at 312.6 MeV by almost a factor of 3
(1/N=2.88). This effect is also apparent in Fig,
10 where the DWBA angular distributions cal-
culated with optical potential I3 and the corres-
ponding experimental spectroscopic factors (see
Table IV) are indicated by the solid lines; the
DWBA angular distributions resulting from a
normalization of the theoretical and experimental
ground-state angular distributions are indicated
by the dashed lines. Again, the DWBA overesti-
mates the magnitude of the databy more than afac-
tor of 2 (1/N=2.13). Similar results are also ob-
tained when the energy-independent optical po-
tential C is employed in the DWBA calculations.
The shapes of the angular distributions as well
as the relative intensities of the various transitions
agree reasonably well with the experimental ob-
servations. However, the magnitude of the pre- "
dictions is too large relative to the data by 50%
(1/N=1.54).

That the DWBA calculations at 312.6 MeV predict
cross sections significantly different from those

observed experimentally is also true at other in-
cident energies. The ground-state angular dis-
tributions measured at four incident energies are
shown in Fig. 11 (the lower-energy data are from
Ref. 1). The solid lines indicate the DWBA cal-
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FIG. 11. Angular distributions of the ?8pp (0, 5N)-
29Bj reaction populating the ground-state of 29Bi at four
incident energies. The solid lines represent DWBA cal-
culations using optical-model potential @ and theoretical
spectroscopic factors; the dashed lines are the DWBA
calculations arbitrarily shifted in magnitude and in angle
in order to obtain a best fit to the data.
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culations using the optical potential @ with quad-
ratic energy dependence; the dashed lines are
drawn to guide the eye. As may be seen, the
DWBA predictions reproduce the general shapes
of the angular distributions but fail to account for
the absolute magnitude of the transfer cross sec-

tions as well as the position of the maximum of the

angular distributions. At high incident energies,

the DWBA predictions overestimate the cross sec-

tions, whereas at low incident energies, the pre-
dictions significantly underestimate the cross
sections.

A more comprehensive comparison of the DWBA

results to the data is made in Fig. 12. Here, the
energy dependence of the angle-integrated cross
sections for each observed transition is shown in
the upper part of the figure. The data are indica-
ted by the solid black dots and the corresponding
DWBA calculations, using optical potential @ and
the theoretical spectroscopic factors (see Table
IV) are indicated by the dotted lines. The 69.1
MeV sub-Coulomb transfer data of Ref. 3 and
DWBA calculations of Ref. 1 are included in the
figure although certain weak transitions were not
observed in that work.

At low incident energies, the DWBA reproduces
the energy dependence of the angle-integrated
transfer cross sections reasonably well, although
the actual magnitudes of the cross sections for all
transitions.are underestimated. At energies
above approximately 140 MeV, however, the
energy dependence of the experimental cross sec-
tions diverges from the DWBA predictions.
Whereas the experimental cross sections gener-
ally decrease fairly rapidly with incident energy,
the predicted cross sections either remain con-
stant in magnitude or increase as the incident ener-
gy is increased, resulting in an overestimate of
the transfer cross sections at sufficiently high
incident energies. These observations are more
apparent at the bottom of the figure, where the
ratios of the DWBA to experimental cross sec-
tions for all observed transitions are shown.

From incident energies below the barrier up
to 140 MeV, the ratios of the experimental to
theoretical cross sections for the various transi-
tions are almost constant. Above 140 MeV, the
ratios increase continuously, indicating that the
failure of the DWBA persists up to the highest
energy of 312.6 MeV, and is most severe between
140 and 312.6 MeV. The extent to which these
conclusions depend upon the particular optical
model used in the calculations was investigated by
comparing the above results with those of optical
potential I3 (individual fits at each energy) and
with C (energy independent). In Figs. 13(a) and
13(b) are displayedthe experimental and theo-
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FIG. 12. Experimental and DWBA angle-integrated
cross sections for the 2¥Pb(0, 1*N)2?Bi reaction as a
function of incident energy using optical-model potential
® and theoretical spectroscopic factors. The ratios of
DWBA to experimental cross sections for all measured
transitions are shown at the bottom of figure.

retical angle-integrated cross sections, as well
as the resulting ratios of experimental and theo-
retical cross sections, using these optical po-
tentials and the theoretical spectroscopic factors
(see Table IV). By comparing these with Fig. 12,
it is evident that the DWBA predictions of the en-
ergy variation depend to some extent on the opti-
cal potentials. However the general trend of
constant or increasing theoretical cross sections,
compared to decreasing experimental cross sec-
tions, persists for all optical potentials at en-
ergies above 140 MeV.
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Fig. 13. Experimental and DWBA angle—integrated
cross sections for the 22pp (180, 15N)?®pi reaction as a
function of incident energy, using optical-model poten-
tials I3 [part (a)] and C [part (b)] and theoretical spec-
troscopic factors. The ratios of DWBA to experimental
cross sections for all measured transitions are shown
at the bottom of the figure.

| C. 208pp(160 150) 209Pp reaction

The experimental angular distributions for the
208ph(160, 1°0)2°°Pb reaction are shown in Fig. 14,

together with DWBA calculations (solid lines) using

optical potential @ and the corresponding experi-
mental spectroscopic factors (see Table V). The
dashed lines indicate the resulting DWBA pre-
dictions when the experimental and theoretical
ground-state angular distributions are normalized,
requiring a value of the normalization coefficient
N=0.371. As with the proton-transfer data, the
DWBA accurately predicts the shapes of the angular
distributions as well as the relative intensities of
the transitions to different single-particle states.
Again, DWBA calculations for the broad structure
located near 8 MeV in excitation are in agreement
with our identification of this structure as the
result of transfer to the p,,,hole state in *°O.
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FIG. 14. Angular distributions of the ?8pb(*¢0, 1°0)-
29Bj reaction at 312.6 MeV. The solid lines represent
DWBA calculations using optical-model potential @ and
experimental spectroscopic factors. The dashed lines
indicate the DWBA predictions when the DWBA ground-
state angular distribution is normalized to the experi-
mental result.

Our analysis of the possible 1j,,,, single-particle
fragment states in 2*°Pb is hindered somewhat by an
uncertainty in their theoretical spectroscopic fac-
tors. Reference 35 presented spectroscopic fac-
tors which were averaged over excitation energy.
The calculations of Refs. 36 and 39 also indicate
substantial 1j,;,, single-particle strength between
3 and 4 MeV in excitation, but Refs. 36 and 39
differ significantly in the predicted locations and
strengths of these fragment states and fail to re-
produce the observed single-particle fragmenta-
tion measured, for example, in studies®® of the
(d,p) reaction on *®*Pb, In addition, the fragment
strengths observed in the present work may not
be completely accurate, since (i) the yields ob-
tained for the transition near 3.72 MeV could con-
tain yields from possible neighboring weak tran-
sitions, and (ii) the weak transitionto the j,, , state
at 3.05 MeV would not be resolved from transitions
to other states between 2.5 and 3.5 MeV, in par-
ticular a strong transition to the g,,, level at 2.49
MeV. As aresult of these problems, neither the
experimental nor the theoretical spectroscopic
factors quoted in Table V for the two fragment
states are very reliable, but they still indicate
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indicate the DWBA predictions when the theoretical
ground-state angular distribution is normalized to the
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that a significant fraction of the 1j,;,, single-,
particle strength is fragmented and located be-
tween 3 and 4 MeV in excitation.

As was found for the proton-transfer reaction,
the DWBA predictions for the neutron-transfer
cross sections at 312.6 MeV significantly exceed
the experimental values. This effect does not
depend on the particular optical potential used in
the calculations, as may be observed by comparing
Figs. 14 and 15, in which the DWBA calculations
performed using optical potentials @ and I3 re-
spectively are shown; the corresponding experi-
mental spectroscopic factors are listed in Table V.

The *°*Pb(*°0, **0)**Pb reaction has not been
studied as extensively as the 2**Pb('°0, '*N)?®Bi
reaction, and data are available at only one other
incident energy.’ In order to compare these data
in a consistent manner, the data at 139 MeV ® have
been reanalyzed following the methods discussed
in Sec. VA and using the %0+ *®*Pb optical po-
tentials employed in the proton-transfer analyses.
The resulting angular distributions are dis-
played in Figs. 16 and 17 for optical potentials @
and I3, respectively, and using the experimental
spectroscopic factors given in Table V. These
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FIG. 16. Angular distributions of the 28pp(¢0,150)~ -
29ph reaction at 139 MeV. The solid lines represent
DWBA calculations using optical-model potential @ .

The dashed lines indicate the DWBA predictions when
the theoretical ground-state angular distribution is
normalized to the experimental result.

spectroscopic factors are generally in good agree-
ment with those obtained in Ref. 5. Here, how-
ever, somewhat different shapes of the angular
distributions are calculated and the angular shift
of the calculations relative to the data which was
observed in Ref. 5 does not appear for a number
of the states in the present calculations. An
additional difference between the DWBA calcula-
tions presented here and in Ref. 5 is the quite
different shape of the angular distribution calcula-
ted for the 4s,,, transition. The secondary max-
imum in the angular distribution located at 37°

is an order of magnitude smaller in the present
calculations than in Ref. 5. This difference re-
flects the special convergence problems en-
countered in calculations of the poorly matched
4s,,, transition. The 1-2% accuracy achieved for
the 4s,,, calculations shown in Figs. 16 and 17 re-
quires a very large number of integration points —
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FIG. 17. Angular distributions of the ¥¥pp(%0,150)~
209pp reaction at 139 MeV. The solid lines represent
DWBA calculations using optical model potential I3.

many more than were practical using the pro-
grams available when Ref. 5 was published.

The experimental angle-integrated cross sections
for the 2°°Pb(*°0, *0)**°Pb reaction at 139 and
312.6 MeV are displayed in Figs. 18 (a) and 18(b).
These figures also show the calculated total trans-
fer cross sections using optical potentials @ and
I3, respectively, and the theoretical spectro-
scopic factors listed in Table V. (Since, as dis-
cussed earlier, the theoretical spectroscopic fac-
tor for the possible 1j,,,, fragment state at 3.72
MeV is extremely uncertain, the energy-averaged
experimental spectroscopic factor for each optical
potential was used for display purposes.) As
may be seen, there is a general tendency of the
DWBA calculations to increase with incident en-
ergy more rapidly than the data. This effect is
similar to what was observed in analyses of the
proton-transfer data, although the severity of this
discrepancy appears to be less for the neutron-
transfer reaction. .
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FIG. 18. Experimental and DWBA angle-integrated
cross sections for the 2OEP]&(“;O,150)20913'10 reaction as a
function of incident energy using optical-model potentials
@ (part a) and I3 (part b) and theoretical spectroscopic
factors. The ratios of DWBA to experimental cross
sections for all measured transitions are shown at the
bottom of the figure.

D. Discussion

It has been demonstrated that the energy depen-
dence of the transfer cross sections predicted by
the DWBA disagrees with experiment. A sim-
ilar discrepancy is encountered in DWBA analyses!
of the 2°°Ph(*°0,'"0)?”Pb reaction at lower in-
cident energies. It should be noted once again
that the overall absolute normalization of the
DWBA calculations is not well determined and can
be varied in an energy-independent way, for ex-
ample, by adjustments of the bound-state param-
eters. However, such adjustments have similar
effects at all energies so that the discrepancy in
the energy dependence is not removed. One con-
sequence of this observation is that the precise
energy at which the experimental and DWBA cross
sections are equal is not physically significant
since it depends on the absolute normalization of
the DWBA cross sections. The important obser-
vation is that the ratios of the theoretical to ex-
perimental cross sections do not remain constant
with energy, and the variation appears to be most
severe at energies above 140 MeV.

As discussed in the previous paper,' the DWBA
cross sections are sensitive to only the asymp-
totic regions of the bound-state wave functions,
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where the shape of the wave function is determined
by the particle separation energy. Consequently,
as was demonstrated earlier, reasonable changes
in the bound-state parameters do not change the
energy dependence of the DWBA predictions.

Adjustment of the optical-potential parameters
does have some influence on the absolute normal-
ization of the DWBA as well as on the specific de-
tails of the predicted energy dependence, as can
be seen by comparing the energy dependence of the
cross section ratios in Figs. 12, 13 (a), and 13
(b). The important point to note, however, is that
no reasonable adjustment of the model parameters
can bring the energy dependence of the DWBA
cross sections into agreement with experiment.
Of course, agreement between the DWBA and
experimental cross sections at the various in-
cident energies could be obtained by ad hoc varia-
tions at each energy of the bound-state and
optical-potential parameters, sacrificing, if
necessary, both the qualitative relationship of
the bound-state potentials to the nucleon-nucleus
optical model as well as the quality of optical-
model fits to the elastic scattering data. Such
modifications, however, completely ignore the
basic premises of the DWBA optical-model treat-
ment of direct reactions and, moreover, have nc
predictive power.

Earlier DWBA analyses (e.g., Refs. 4, 32) of
low-energy °O- and '2C -induced one-proton trans-
fer reactions on **®*Pb have revealed an additional
failure of the DWBA, namely, that the DWBA pre-
dicts angular distributions which are shifted in
angle relative to the data. The failure does not
appear to result from the particular optical po-
tential employed in the DWBA calculations, pro-
viding the optical potential gives a good represen-
tation of the elastic data. This effect is illustrated
in Fig. 11 for the (*°0,'°N) reaction populating the
ground state of *°°Bi at four incident energies. As
can be seen, this peak angle shift is most prom-
inent at lower incident energies and does not ap-
pear to be present at 312.6 MeV, although a peak
angle shift of less than 1° would also be consistent
with the data. ]

Recent theoretical efforts*® have suggested that
significant differences between the DWBA predic-
tions and experimental observations, such as
the peak angle shift, could result from a large
polarization of the single-particle wave functions
during the collision. (An extreme limit of this
effect would be adiabatic two-center shell-model
wave functions.) Inclusion of this effect in the
model calculations might significantly change both
the absolute cross sections and the peak angle, but
it is expected to be important mainly at low inci-
dent energies (near the Coulomb barrier) where

the orbitals have sufficient time to rearrange them-
selves, i.e., where the transit time is longer than
the internal nuclear relaxation time. However,

at low incident energies, the failure of the DWBA
energy dependence, if indeed present, is gen-
erally less severe than at high incident energies.
In addition, polarization effects are predicted to
be most important for the most weakly bound
states, whereas the failure of the DWBA energy
dependence appears to be comparable for all final
states. As a result of these two observations,
polarization effects are not expected to account for
the failure of the DWBA energy dependence over
the entire range of incident energies.

An alternative explanation of this failure is
suggested by the energy spectra for the 2*®*Pb-
(*°0, '5N)2%°Bi reaction shown in Fig. 1. In addition
to the low-lying single-particle transitions, a
large yield to the quasielastic continuum is ex-
hibited at 312.6 MeV, centered at about 15 MeV
in excitation (see Fig. 3), but is only weakly seen
at lower incident energies. It may be possible that
the large flux populating states in the continuun at
high incident energies is related to the failure of
the DWBA energy dependence, which also is most
severe at the highest incident energies. Such an
explanation would also account rather well for
the neutron-transfer data for which the continuum
cross section is not as enhanced and the DWBA
failure not as severe as for the proton-transfer
data. These considerations are currently under
investigation,* and a multistep direct reaction ap-
proach (i.e., coupled channels calculations) is
being employed in an attempt to reproduce the
continuum energy spectra usually observed in
transfer reactions. If this model is successful
and, in particular, if it can account for the in-
creased yield to the continuum for higher incident
energies, then a proper description of the energy
dependence of transitions to the discrete low-lying
states might also result. An investigation of the
energy dependence expected for multistep transfer
reactions populating discrete low-lying states in
the residual nuclei might also be relevant, al-
though it is difficult to imagine how such con-
siderations can account for the energy-dependent,
but j-independent effects demonstrated here.

A further possibility is that the failure of the
DWBA to reproduce the observed energy de-
pendence of the transfer cross sections may re-
flect an inadequate treatment of the bound-state
contributions to the transfer amplitudes. These
enter through matrix elements. of an effective in-
teraction operator between single-nucleon form
factors at the target and projectile vertices, in-
tegrated over the internal coordinates of the
cores. The effective interaction used in conven-
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tional DWBA or coupled-channel Born-approxima-
tion (CCBA) calculations is at best a crude guess;
a more fundamental theory in terms of the under-
lying nucleon-nucleon interactions may yield an ef-
fective interaction whose energy dependence is
significant. The replacement of the single-nucleon
form factor by Woods-Saxon wave functions is

also an approximation. However, the form fac-
tors necessarily reduce at large R to an expo-
nential form e"®, with ¥ determined by the binding
energy difference between initial and final nuclear
states. To better than 10%, the transfer cross
sections are sensitive to the form factors only in
the region where they have healed to the expo-
nential asymptotic form. The large discrepancy
between the DWBA and the experimental energy
dependence of the transfer cross sections is un-
likely to be corrected by straightforward modi-
fications of the bound-state matrix elements.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this and the preceding paper' it has been
shown that DWBA analyses of the 2®Pb(*°0, '°N)-
20984 and 2°*Pb(*°0, *°0)*°°Pb reactions accurately
reproduce the relative yields of the various
transitions at each incident energy and conse-
quently can account for the reversal of the j
dependence observed in the proton-transfer data.
However, the energy dependence of the transfer -
cross sections predicted by the DWBA is in
serious disagreement with the data. Significantly
larger cross sections are predicted than observed
at the higher incident energies; the discrepancy
involves factors of 2 to 3 at 312.6 MeV. This
failure of the DWBA is a serious problem and
warrants further investigation, since this theory
is currently our most widely used model of the
transfer process.

Perhaps one of the first questions to be addressed
is whether this failure is unique to heavy-ion trans-
fer reactions or is also present for light-ion
transfer reactions. In a recent study, it was con-
cluded that no systematic energy variation in the
ratio o(DWBA)/o(expt) was indicated for the re-
action *®Ni(®He, @)*'Ni from 15 to 205 MeV, as
shown by the solid line in Fig. 19. However, this
conclusion relies heavily on the data at 205 MeV,
for which no elastic scattering data were obtained
and for which the optical potential used in the cal-
culations was an unverified linear extrapolation
from data below 83.5 MeV. The dashed line in
Fig. 19 is the result of a least-squares fit to the
ratios of the cross sections, omitting the data at
205 MeV. The elimination of this point results in
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FIG. 19. Ratios of DWBA to experimental cross sec-
tions for the %Ni(*He, @)%'Ni reaction. (See Ref. 42 for
a discussion of the DWBA calculations.)

a plot that indicates an increase in c(DWBA) /
o(expt) by a factor of 2 between 15 and 83.5 MeV.
This effect is qualitatively similar to, although
smaller than, the effect noted in the present work.
In addition, preliminary analyses*® of high-energy
(p,d) transfer reactions on medium and heavy
nuclei indicate that for an incident energy of 121.2
MeV, the DWBA predictions are significantly
larger than the observed transfer cross sections.
Such studies, in conjunction with heavy-ion trans-
fer studies, are crucial for an ultimate under-
standing of this failure of the DWBA.

The importance of studying reactions over a
wide range of incident energies has been demon-
strated. Our study reveals a serious shortcoming

- of the DWBA that would not have been evident in

reaction studies at a single or a few closely spaced
energies. Systematic studies of elastic scattering
and transfer reactions from below the Coulomb
barrier to as high above the barrier as is ex-
perimentally feasible are clearly useful and
necessary for a complete investigation of the
mechanism of transfer reactions. )

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The authors are pleased to acknowledge A. Men-
chaca-Rocha for participation in the early ex-
periments, J. Bowen, D.J. Clark, R.A. Gough,
W. Holley, and the accelerator crew for the ex-
cellent quality, high-intensity '*0®* beams,

C. Ellsworth for preparation of the 2°®Pb targets,
and the personnel of the 88-inch cyclotron for
their support and assistance throughout these
studies. This work was performed under the aus-
pices of the U.S. Department of Energy.




222 ' C. OLMER et al. 18

*Present address: Physics Division, Argonne National
Laboratory, Argonne, Ilinois 60439.

TPermanent address: Centre d’Etudes Nucl&aires de
Saclay, Gif-sur-Yvette 91190, France.

iPermanent address: Institut des Sciences Nucléaires,
Grenoble, France.

§Present address: Department of Physics, Michigan
State University, East Lansing, Michigan 48824,

!s. C. Pieper, M. H. Macfarlane, D. H. Gloeckner,
D. G. Kovar, F. D. Becchetti, B. G. Harvey, D. L.
Hendrie, H. Homeyer, J. Mahoney, F. Piihlhofer,
W. von Oertzen, and M. S. Zisman, preceding paper.
Phys. Rev. C 18, 180 (1978).

2C. Olmer, M. C. Mermaz, M. Buenerd, C. K. Gelbke,
D. L. Hendrle dJ. Mahoney, A. Menchaca~Rocha,

D. K. Scott, M. H. Macfarlane, and S. C. Pieper, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 38, 476 (1977).

A. R. Barnett, W. R. Phillips, P. J. A. Buttle, and
L. J. B. Goldfarb, Nucl. Phys. 176, 321 (1971).

‘D. G. Kovar, B. G. Harvey, F. D. Becchetti,

J. Mahoney, D. L. Hendrie, H. Homeyer, W. von
Oertzen, and M. A. Nagarajan, Phys. Rev. Lett. 30,
1075 (1973).

5F.D.Becchetti, B.G.Harvey, D.Kovar, J. Mahoney,
C.Maguire, andD. K. Scott, Phys.Rev.C 12, 894 (1975).

%M. Buenerd, C. K. Gelbke, B. G. Harvey, D. L. Hend-
rie, J. Mahoney, A. Menchaca-Rocha, C. Olmer, and
D. K. Scott, Phys. Lett. 37, 1191 (1976).

C. K. Gelbke, M. Buenerd, D. L. Hendrie, J. Mahoney,
M. C. Mermaz, C. Olmer, and D. K. Scott, Phys.
Lett. 65B, 227 (1976).

8C. K. Gelbke, D. K. Scott, C. Olmer, M. Buenerd,

D. L. Hendrie, J. Mahoney, and M. C. Mermaz (un-
published).

9B. G. Harvey, J. Mahoney, F, G. Piihlhofer, F. S.
Goulding, D. A. Landis, J. C. Faivre, D. G. Kovar,
M. S. Zisman, J. R. Meriwether, S. W. Cosper, and
D. L. Hendrie, Nucl. Instrum. Methods 104, 21 (1972).

194, Homeyer, J. Mahoney, and B. G. Harvey, Nucl.
Instrum. Methods 118, 311 (1974).

1B, G. Harvey, J. Mahoney, and R. F. Burton, Annual
Report, Nuclear Science Division, Lawrence Berkeley
Laboratory, 1975, (unpublished) p. 354.

12, G.Harvey, J. Mahoney, and R. F. Burton (unpublished).

13D, G. Kovar, F. D. Becchetti, B. G. Harvey, F. Pihl-
hofer, J. Mahoney, D. W. M1ller and M. S. Zisman,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 29, 1023 (1972).

1p, M. Brink, Phys. Lett. 40B, 37 (1972).

15N. Anyas-Weiss, J. C. Cornell, P. S. Fisher, P. N.
Hudson, A. Menchaca-Rocha, D. J. Millener, A. D.
Panagiotou, D. K. Scott, D. Strottman, D. M. Brink,
B. Buck, P.J. Ellis, and T. Engeland, Phys. Lett. C
12, 201 (1974).

16F. E. Bertrand and D. C. Kocher, Phys. Rev. C 13,
2241 (1976).

17G. R. Satchler, Phys. Rev. C 14, 97 (1974), and refer-
ences therein.

18D, H. Youngblood, J. M. Moss, C. M. Rozsa, J. D.
Bronson, A. D. Bacher, and D. R. Brown, Phys. Rev.
C 13, 994 (1976).

UM Sasao and Y. Torizuka, Phys. Rev. C 15, 217 (1977).

2D, Ashery, M. S. Zisman, R. B. We1senm111er

A. Guterman, D. K. Scott, and C. F. Maguire, Annual
Report, Nuclear Science Division, Lawrence Berkeley
Laboratory, 1975 (unpublished) p.97.

2C, K. Gelbke, C. Olmer, M. Buenerd, D. L. Hendrie,
J. Mahoney, M. C. Mermaz, and D. K. Scott, Law-
rence Berkeley Laboratory Report No. LBL-5826,
1977 (unpublished).

2See AIP document number PAPS PRVCA-18-205-4
for tabulations of the data reported in this ar-
ticle. Order by PAPS number and journal ref-
erence from American Institute of Physics, Physics
Auxiliary Publication Service, 335 East 45th Street,
New York, NY 10017. The price is $1.50 for micro-
fiche or $5.00 for a photocopy. Make checks payable
to AIP. This material also appears in Curvent Physics
Microfilms on the frames immediately following this
journal article.

2D, H. Gloeckner, M. H. Macfarlane, and S. C. Pieper,
Argonne National Laboratory Report No. ANL-76-11
1976 (unpublished).

3. S. Blair, Phys. Rev. 95, 1218 (1954).

BW. E, Frahn and R. H. Venter, Ann. Phys. (N. Y.) 24,
243 (1963).

%6, Videbaek, R. B. Goldstein, L. Grodzins, S. G.
Steadman, T. A. Belote, and J. D. Garrett, in Pyo-
ceeding of the Symposium on Macroscopic Features
of Heavy-Ion Collisions [ Argonne National Laboratory
Report No. ANL/PHY-76-2, (unpublished)] p. 819.

213. D. Garrett, A. Z. Schwarzschild, C. E. Thorn, and
W. von Oertzen, Bull. Am. Phys. Soc. 19, 1025 (1974).

283. B. Ball, C. B. Fulmer, E. E. Gross, M. L. Halbert,
D. C. Hensley, C. A. Ludemann, M. J. Saltmarsh, and
G. R. Satchler, Nucl. Phys. A252, 208 (1975).

®F. Videbaek, R. B. Goldstein, L. Grodzins, S. G.
Steadman, T. A. Belote, and J. D. Garrett, Phys.
Rev. C 15, 954 (1977).

03, G, Cramer and R. M. DeVries (unpublished); J. G.
Cramer, Bull. Am. Phys. Soc. 21, 991 (1976).

3IR. M. DeVries, G.R. Satchler, and J. G. Cramer,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 32, 1377 (1974).

K. 8. Toth, J. L. C. Ford, Jr., G. R. Satchler, E. E.
Gross, D. C. Hensley, S. T. Thornton, and T. C.
Schweizer, Phys. Rev. C 14, 1471 (1976).

K. S. Low and T. Tamura, Phys. Rev. C 11, 789 (1975).

33, L. C. Ford, Jr., K. S. Toth, G. R. Satchler, D. C.
Hensley, L. W. Owen, R. M. DeVries, R. M. Gaedke,
P. J. Riley, and S. T. Thornton, Phys. Rev. C 10,
1429 (1974). ’

%P, Ring and E. Werner, Nucl. Phys. A211, 198 (1973).

31, Hamamoto, Nucl. Phys. A126, 545 (1969); Al41, 11
(1970).

3G, Ellegaard and P. Vedelsby, Phys. Lett. 26B, 155 (1968).

®¥D. G. Kovar, N. Stein, and C. K. Bockelman, Nucl.
Phys. A231, 266 (1974); C. F. Maguire, D. G. Kovar,
W. D. Callender, and C. K. Bockelman, Phys. Rev.
C 15, 170 (1977).

%D, Bes and R. Broglia, Phys. Rev. C 3, 2389 (1971).

YK. Pruess, G. Delic, L. A. Charlton, and N. K. Glen-
denning, in Proceedings of the Symposium on Macro-
scopic Features of Heavy-Ion Collisions [Argonne
National Laboratory Report No. ANL/PHY-76-2,
(unpubhshed)] p. 723.

47, Udagawa, B. T. Kim, and T. Tamura. Bull. Am
Phys. Soc. 22, 565 (1977).

423, R. Shepard, W. R. Zimmerman, and J. J. Krau-
shaar, Nucl. Phys. A275, 189 (1977).

433, 3. Kraushaar, R. E. Anderson, J. R. Shepard, and
J. R. Comfort, Bull. Am. Phys. Soc. 22, 562 (1977).



