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The transition amplitude for quasielastic transfer reactions between heavy ions, given by distorted-waves
theory, is evaluated in closed form. By means of suitable approximations the transfer partial-wave amplitude
is expressed in terms of the elastic S matrix elements in the initial and final channels and of known
functions defined by the Coulomb radial integrals of the transfer form factor. The partial-wave summation
is performed by using the Poisson sum formula in conjunction with Fourier-Bessel transform techniques for
evaluating integrals over localized functions in I space. The resulting expressions cover uniformly the whole
angular range including forward and backward directions. The general structure of the excitation functions
at 0° and 180° is discussed, including possible backward-angle enhancements of the transfer cross section.

A crucial step in the derivation is the introduction of a mean elastic S-matrix, whose dependence on the
initial and final angular momenta allows the display in detail of the magnetic quantum number and Q-value
dependences of the smooth and oscillatory parts of the cross section. Applications and extensions of the

present formalism will be given in subsequent papers.

NUCLEAR REACTIONS Closed-form S-matrix theory of heavy-ion transfer

reactions based on DWBA, Uniform approximation for transfer angular distri-

butions, 0° and 180° excitation functions. Explicit form of magnetic quantum
number and @-value dependences.

I. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we give an analytic description
of “quasi-elastic” (as distinct from “deeply-in-
elastic») transfer reactions between heavy ions,
based on distorted-waves theory. The purpose
is to display explicitly all significant features of
the transition amplitude, including the finer de-
tails of the dependence on magnetic quantum num-
bers, [ matching, @ values, etc.

The earliest closed-form treatments of heavy-
ion transfer reactions above the Coulomb bar -
rier”? assumed simple phenomenological forms
of the partial-wave amplitude and were restricted
to L =0 transfer. Though grossly oversimplified,
these descriptions emphasized the predominantly
diffractive nature of the transfer process and
were the first to predict the existence of regular
oscillations in the transfer cross section at small
angles, even though the data known at the time
showed smooth “«bell-shaped” angular distribu-
tions only. Also, the systematic variations of
the main cross section characteristics with
energy, charge, and mass numbers were at least
qualitatively described. At first, however, the
diffraction oscillations were not found at the pre-
dicted energies, which was attributed® to the ne-
glect of recoil effects. Not before early in the
present decade was the oscillatory structure of
many transfer angular distributions firmly es-
tablished by experiment.*™®

Closed-form descriptions based on the dis-
torted-wave Born approximation were first de-
veloped by Dar and his co-workers,®™* using for
the mean elastic S matrix the parametric form
of the strong absorption model.!? This formula-
tion was extended'® by employing a more general
technique for the partial-wave summation.

A different approach, with emphasis on the clas-
sical-refractive rather than the quantal-diffrac-
tive aspects of heavy-ion reactions, was followed
in the early semiclassical theory.'* This was
later amended to account more appropriately for
the effects of strong absorption by the use of com-
plex trajectories and saddle-point methods.'®:*¢
The most recent semiclassical treatment,'” though
similar in concept to that of Ref. 15, takes a sig-
nificant step towards a closed-form representation
by performing analytically the main partial-wave
summation in the distorted-waves transition am-
plitude.

Much of the recent advance in a more detailed
understanding of heavy-ion transfer reactions is
due to the experimental and theoretical work of
Kahana and his co-workers.'®?° These authors
have interpreted several significant features of
the distorted-waves amplitude that were not ac-
counted for in the earlier closed-form descrip-
tions, by means of an extended version of the
phenomenological transfer S matrix?® in which the
localization with respect to the difference be-
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tween the initial and final orbital angular mo-
menta is incorporated explicitly. A clear and
useful presentation of these developments is given
in the review by Kahana and Baltz.?

In the present paper we employ analytic tech-
niques developed previously for elastic?*2% and
inelastic?* heavy-ion scattering to evaluate the
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partial-wave representation of the transfer transi-
tion amplitude. Particular attention is given to a
more accurate treatment of the small- and large-
angle regions, and to show how the specific pro-
perties pointed out by Kahana et al. can be de-
rived from the transfer S matrix of distorted-
waves theory.

II. SMALL-ANGLE REPRESENTATION

A. Angular distribution

We assume that the reaction

A;+B;=(A;+c)+B;—~A, +(B; +c) =A +B,,

(2.1)

in which a nucleon or cluster c is transferred between the (heavy) nuclei A; and B,, can be described in
distorted-wave Born approximation (DWBA). In view of excellent accounts of basic distorted-waves
theory®*?! we may start directly from the partial-wave representation of the DWBA transfer amplitude.
With all due reservations, especially for heavy ions, we adopt the no-recoil approximation for simplicity,
leaving recoil corrections for consideration at a later stage. Then the differential cross section for an-

gular momentum transfer L can be written

pipy R
0 iP0)=A s 13 (8,007

(2.2)

where p;, p, are the reduced masses, and %;, k, are the relative wave numbers in the initial and final
channels. Disregarding spin effects, we have lumped all spin and spectroscopic factors together in the
constant A. Then the reduced transition amplitude for multipolarity (L, M) is given by

B,,0)= 2 i%71E(L, L500(1,0) (L 5 - MM|1,0) (21, +1)V°RE, ;. (k 4, k;) explilo, (k) +0,, ()]} Y o, 406, 0).

l,-tf

Here we have chosen a coordinate frame with
z axis in the direction of k; and y axis in the di-
rection of k; x Ef. The radial integrals are de-
fined as

4m b
L =
Rip, (kg ky) = kg, fo dr fi] ey, L)
XF@W Ok, 7), (2.4)

where f (/) are the radial parts of the distorted-
wave functions, and

-K7r

F < )r) = - i*hfp (ixr) = (2.5)

KY
is the transfer form factor, x =(2u p€ )% %
being the imaginary wave number associated with
the binding energy €, of the transferred cluster
in the final nucleus. The scale factor ¢ arises
from the no-recoil approximation and can vary
between ¢ =B, /B, and ¢ =(B,/B)[1 +(c/u,) ] de-
pending on the range of the interaction®' (where
the symbols of the particles stand for their mas-
ses), and ¢,(k) denote the Rutherford phase shifts.
Our purpose is to evaluate the summations over
the orbital angular momenta ,,7, in explicit an-
alytic form by utilizing the characteristic sim-

(2.3)

'plifying features of heavy-ion interactions above
the Coulomb barrier. These are (i) large gra-
zing angular momenta 119, 1,1 (ii) strong Coulomb
interaction indicated by high values of the Som-
merfeld parameters »,;, n,, and (iii) strong ab-
sorption of low-I partial waves.

Under these conditions we may replace the
spherical harmonics in (2.3) by their asymptotic
forms for large l,. In this section we use the
“small-angle asymptotics»

A 1/2 [} 1/2 '
Ylf,-M(ey 0)5 ("2'7?> (E{Ha') JM(Kfa) ’ (2-6)

where ;= I;+3, whichisvalidfor 0< 6<7 — | M|/,
and exact in the forward direction 6=0. For
L «1,, 1, we may then also use the asymptotic
form of the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients

Ly - MM|1,0)=dk, (3m) (2.7)

in terms of reduced rotation matrix elements,
where

K=l,-1,. (2.8)
With the definitions
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R{}, lf+K(kf; ;) RLK(Kf)
0u,i By i) =0 TR0,

and

(2.9)

By (6)= L<sm9>1/22b MZ '"""f dx AfRLKA)exp{z 20N )+o‘“(>\+K) }et2mm™ e g, (A,6) .

K s

Now we take the crucial step by making a suit-
able approximation for the functions R, (2,).
First, we assume that the nuclear part of the
distorting interaction in the initial and final chan-
nels is contained in these functions through the
complex nuclear phases only, so that we can write

RLKU\f)z [Sl(fN)(kf) ]I/Z(RL #i (y, k;) [S,‘i”’(ki) Iz s
(2.12)

where S (M(k) is the nuclear part of the total elas-
tic S matrix

S, (k) =S M(k)et21® =q (k) exp{i2[6, V(&) +0,(k) ]}
=1, (k)eiz0 1), (2.13)

and

O 1,y ) = k ¥ f dr F (k) ER ()5, (k;7) ,
(2.14)

where k} =§k,, are the transfer radial integrals
with Coulombd radial wave functions F,(k7) only.
Approximations similar to (2.12), which is known
as the “Sopkovich prescription, ?® are usually
made in semiclassical approaches!*517; the same
device was used in our description of inelastic
heavy-ion scattering® to approximate the Coulomb
excitation part of the inelastic radial integrals.

Second, we replace the square root of the pro-
duct of the nuclear S matrices by an average S
matrix which may be regarded as the “geometrical
mean” of S#" and S#. Assuming that St, J(k; )
may be interpolated by smooth functions S(; ;) of
the continuous variables }; ,=I; ,+3, character-
ized by critical angular momentum parameters
Ay ;=17 +7 and l-window parameters 4; , on which
they depend through the combinations u; ,=(; ;
-A; .)/8; 4, we show in Appendix A that

[Sx(fm(kf)sx(im(ki) ]1/2_’ [SA(If)()\f)SA(Ii )()‘i) ]1/2

~SHP(X), (2.15)
where
KN TV M Y=L 1
SYEUX) =n(X)e*>°¥ , A=z ) (2.16)
with

by =i dg zﬂ)dfj}((z”) (2.10)

we replace the summation over I, in (2.3) by the
Poisson series of integrals over A, with the result

(2.11)
I
2657(X) =8,0(X,) +887( )
=5 X+ 3K)+86 (X - K) (2.17)
and
- A — — _X=A
M(X)=n(lg)y Hpe= =15 (2.18)

Here the critical angular momentum of the mean
reflection function is given by

Al(:A +AK!

AK=A111{% ,Eexp(%;—flgg—)+exp(— Kz—;—[&)] }, (2.19)

1

where

A=3(0;+A,), K,=A;-A,, (2.20)

and A is the geometrical mean of the /-window
parameters of the initial- and final-channel S
matrices,

_ 2AiAf

A vy (2.21)

It will be seen later on that the K and K, depen-
dences of the mean S matrix described by (2.18) -
(2.20) determine the magnetic substate population,
the I matching, and most of the @ -window effects
in the transfer cross section.

Third, although the Coulomb radial integrals
(2.14) can be expressed in terms of generalized
hypergeometric functions of two variables known
as Appell functions,?” for practical purposes we
use an approximation obtained by replacing the
Coulomb radial wave functions &,(k7) by their
WKB forms. Then we can write

(RL

Ly (2.22)

2T
)
(kf?ki) k k/ I - (a &)
where the I ,f’i}{ are functions of the mean asymp-
totic Rutherford deflection function « and of the
adiabaticity parameter £,

a =84(X)=2arctan(n/X), E=n,—mn, (2.23)
where
n=3(n; +ny), (2.24)
WiZ g, Z pe” _ HyZagy Zg et
17,1 ;ki b nf - ﬁzkf (2~25)
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The main properties of the functions I{£} and some

further approximations are given in Appendix B.
Now we can write our approximation for the

functions R, (A;) as

J
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2T
RLK( 7\;) = Wléf;((a, £) 7’1K( )\f +%K)

x exp[i26 (B, +3K) |, (2.26)
and the amplitude (2.11) becomes

1/2 1/2 = . o
Bru(6) =i"* = ( : ) ; by 2. e-‘""fo AN (S (0, Ee (N +2K)

kik}K siné

m==x

x exp{i[20, (A, +2K) +2mma I}, (26)

where we have defined the mean total phase shift
28,(X) =8,(%,) +0 BX,) +8, (1) +0 (1))
EZGA‘,K’(Af+%K)+20‘K)(Af+%K). (2.28)

To evaluate the integrals over A; in (2.27), we
first note that the nonoscillatory parts of the in-
tegrands are localized in ! space. This is because
the reflection functions 7, for heavy ions have a
strong-absorption profile with very small values
for low-l partial waves, and because the functions
1 ,EK_)K fall off exponentially at large ! with a rate
determined by the binding parameter k. Thus the
“transfer partial-wave amplitude functions”

cx® =1 Fx(a, Eng @), (2.29)

whose general shape is sketched in Fig. 1, have
maxima at A=A%. We note that, in contrast to
the simple parametric forms assumed in Refs.
1, 2, 18, and 20, the functions c;x(}) derived

from distorted-waves theory are essentially asym-

metric about their maximum positions, the asym-
metry being determined by the difference between
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FIG. 1. Typical shape of the transfer partial-wave
amplitude function cx(X), defined by Eq. (2.29), as a
function of the mean orbital angular momentum variable
X=3(A;+Ap), for L=K=2 (solid curve). The example
shown pertains to the reaction *Ca (10, 12C)*Ti at E 4,
=56 MeV. Also shown are the functions I#¥)(c, £) and
nx(X) of which ¢ x(R) is the product: I, £) with

=—2.79, k=1.172 and y=0.2667 (long-dashed curve),
-and 7, (X) with A;=26.0 and A=2 (short-dashed curve;
note different scale on right-hand side).

(2.27)

I
the binding parameter k/k and the mean elastic
window parameter A, in other words, by the dif-
ference between the range Ry of the bound state
wave function of the transferred cluster and the
mean surface diffuseness a semiclassically as-
sociated with A.

From Appendix B it is seen that we can write

189%(, £)=T Fx(a, E)e™"
=T (a, E)e™ " /2e™ 1 (2.30)

where T {4 (a, £) is a slowly varying function of X,
and where

y=(p%+ glz)l/Z/n (2.31)
with
k; = by ;
p=tn, k=i(ki+k), E=CZh. (2.32)

In terms of A;, the maximum of cx(X)=cx(rs +3K)
is at A, =Af=Af —1K. Its value may be calculated
approximately by determining the maximum of

k() = (O +5K)e ™ | (2.33)
which yields
Af=Ay —3K+64, AZ=Ay+0,, (2.34)

where Ay is given by (2.19) and 6, is obtained
by solving the equation

D(®/A) _
n( T/A)
with the definition D(u)=dfi(1)/di. As an ex-

ample, for the convenient parametric form
(k)= (1+e"#)"* we obtain

YA, (2.35)

1 _
5T=A1n(—y—x— -1), (2.36)

under the condition yA<1. Notice that, quite
generally, the shift 6, is independent of K.
Now we write

crxM) =Cx ()T (%)
=I{%(a, £)e "2, (0 + 3K)e™ , (2.37)

and expand the phase functions in (2.27) linearly
about A, =Af,
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20, (As + 31K)= 26K(AK+2K)+(7\f -AD)OF

=20, (A%) + (O -AR)O%, (2.38)
where
r_ o1y [ 20x()
0x=0g) [ g (2.39)

are the critical angles associated with the char-
acteristic angular momenta AZ. After taking the
slowly varying functions ¢ x(A;) from under the
integrals at the points A, =A[, we obtain from
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where H{ (z) is the Fourier transform of Tx(A),
*© . T
HP @)= [ anreet-abe, (2.43)
With (2.33) we obtain

* T.
HY (z)= f AANg(A+3K)e~ e -Ap)=

T po o T, .
__.e-yAKf d?\ﬂK(A)e"()\_AK)(z“y)

(2.27) / = o ThkHAK=-RR) e+ i) f” A (Ve R-ARerin
~ 2"1/2 9 1/2 -0
ﬁLM(9)=z ka'K<.—6> 6.z F(A(z +iy))
i ReK \ S11Y =Z-eyK/2e—yAKe—szz - 14 , (2.44)
o z +iy
® Z bEuCrx(AF)e PR
K where
x 2 expli2mm(AF —5)T gy(0k +2mm) , F(Ax)= f Q) ion- g (2.45)
m= o o dx
(2.40)
where is the Fourier transform of the derivative of the
° i0-ADyx mean reflection function.
Trul) = fo AT (W) TR, (10) . (2.41) Noting from (2.38) that
These integrals are of the type of combined 20, (M%) —0,05~20,(\g), (2.46)
Fourier and Bessel transforms that have been
evaluated in Appendix A of Ref. 28 with the re- and from (2.30) and (2.37) that
sult Crx(AD)e ™ /2o M=) (0T , £)e®T,  (2.47)
Tiut) =30 F{HY (6 = 6)[J,(A£0) =i T 4., (A 6)] where
+HP (¢ +0)[J,,(AE6) +id . ,(AEO)]}, 04 x=2arctan(n/Af); (2.48)
(2.42) we can write the final result as
]
By (0) =81 E - w/ Z bE T8 (0F ¢, £)ePTet 2K freis o) AZ r
Ly kil Sm@ - Kul R,K> O yAEe) ~id,, (AE6)]
+3E 2 (=0) [T (A £6) +id,, (AEO)]Y,  (2.49)

where

SN (0) =010 2 explizmulh

m==o

-3(&+1)]}

F(AOF +2mm +iy+ 0))
0+ 2mu+iys0
(2.50)

Close to the forward direction we have approxi-
mately

i1-L 277

Bru(0)=i E L NEIE 4 (0F ) )T

X et HHMOSEED (0) (A 6) ,

8=0 (2.51)
so that the near-forward cross section behaves
like

0Ty (0) < [, (0 FO))2c 2141 | 6= 0. (2.52)

B. Forward-angle excitation function

In the forward direction 6 =0 only the M =0
substate contributes, and we find

BLM(O) :BLo(O)ﬁuo 2
s (2.53)
2
BLo(0) = ;;;e;,; ; KTk Am)PA RIS £ (6F ., £)

x e?® TeizaK(AK)JC(,fA) 0),

with

©)= 2 explizmaly —5(K+1)]}

m= —o0

FHEA

F(A(BF +2mT +iy))

0L+ 2mm +iy (2.54)

To discuss the energy dependence we consider
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L =0 transfer only. Then the forward-angle cross
section becomes

(T) () = Bl
oy (0)=A W(Ag)z[lgﬁ) (68, £)]?
x eszIJCE,SA) (0)]2. (2.55)
From the expression for I given in Appendix B

it is seen that for A] >n,

1/2

1) (03, &)= (ﬁ‘r) exp[-(p+§ arctané'/p)]e"//‘g
Yo

Tk 1/2 T
= -7A
(m) e (2.56)
so that
My - .
(’(oT) (0)=A mAg‘e (2K Ag/R) I:K(OSA) (0)]3 s
(2.57)
with
— K
Ay=R+A ln[cosh(ﬁ)] s (2.58)

where for simplicity we have assumed A; =A,=A.

Since well above the Coulomb barrier A,/k de-
pends only weakly on energy, the main energy
dependence is described by [S4) (0)/k|2.
Normally only the m =0 term gives a significant
contribution to the Poisson sum (2.54) so that

s (o) = T4 +iv)) (2.59)

6y +1y

As a typical example, for the parametric form
(1) =1 +e *)"* we have F(z) =nz/sinh(nz), so
that
(S A) 2_ (ma/k)?
354 (0)/kl*= [sinh(@a6D)]? + [sin(may)]?

(2.60)
Since Ay= k(A/R)= const, the main energy depen-
dence comes from A8T=n(a/AT) and is thus
chiefly determined by the energy variation of the
Sommerfeld parameter #, a feature similar to
what has been found for elastic and inelastic
heavy-ion scattering.??"2* In general, the struc-
ture of Egqs. (2.53) and (2.54) shows that as long
as only a single (» =0) Poisson term is signifi-
cant, the forward-angle transfer excitation func-

tion is smooth or at least not strongly oscilla-
tory.

1. LARGE-ANGLE REPRESENTATION
A. Angular distribution

To evaluate the transfer amplitude for large angles 6 we use instead of (2.6) the large-angle asymptotic

form of the spherical harmonics,

A 1/2 9 1/2
~ 1.+M]
Yiymu0,0= (7 (3) (325) Tu0),

(3.1)

where 9=7 -6, which is valid for 0 <9 <7 - |[M| /A, and exact in the backward direction 6 =n. Then the

Poisson representation becomes

;L 9 1/2 o _
ﬁLM(9)=;ﬂE(—)M(gi—‘n5) Zbku 2 g~ im+1/2)m
X

m==oc0

X f drxeay Rx (0 )explio® () +0) (A, + K)[}e@m V™7, (00) . (3.2)
o

With the same approximations as in the previous section we obtain

TN el 1/22 L AT7(K) (T 16 7,126 k(A g)
Bru®)=i"%(=) - bbb kI T2k k, §)e” Te K

kiktk \sind

K

X {3CED (9) [T, (A ES) = id . (A E9)] +3CEA) (=9) [T, (ARS) +id . ,(AFO)]},  (3.3)

where

SR :9) = 079 25 expli(am + Da[Ag -3 (K+1)]}

m= =oco

FQAWOF+@m + 1)1 +iyF9))

(3.4)

0L+ (2m +1)m +iyF 9

For later use we note the relations, obtained by comparing (3.4) with (2.50),

. T
FCEA (19) = g*i Ak -1/250SA) (2 g |

(3.5)

Close to the backward direction we have approximately
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2
BLu(®)= i+ (=)* kﬂkf

so that the near-backward cross section behaves
like

oFu @) {Ty A E (- 0)]}?
o (m-0)2 | o=, 3.7
B. Backward-angle excitation function

In the backward direction 8= again only the
M =0 substate contributes, and (3.6) reduces to

Bru(m) =B, (”)GMO s

/2
ﬁLo(ﬂ 27’1 Z K -L+1 dL L )]

A kf = I(},‘).K(eg,l(: E)

X 6?5720k (A K FALA) (3.8)
e K (0)

Comparison with (2.53) and using relation (3.5)
shows that the relative magnitude of 8;,(r) and
Bro(0) is determined by the ratio 3654 (—m)/3¢E 4(0).
If, as is normally the case, the m =0 term domi-
nates in the Poisson sum, this becomes

5S4 (1) ( (62)% 452 )1/2 FAWBL+7+iy)
6T+ 1) +9?

() F(A(6F +1iy))
For example, with F(z)=7z/sinh(rz) we have for
the L =0 backward-to-forward cross section ratio

«<1.
(3.9)

oiP(m) | 350 (=m)|?
5.P(0) 7| 3FPW)
4p-2m24

= . 3.10

|1+ coth[nA(87 +14y)]12 ( )
This shows that the backward-angle transfer ex-
citation function has an additional energy depen-
dence: The ratio (3.10) decreases rapidly with
increasing energy since Ao« E/2,

C. Enhancement effects

In our discussion so far we have assumed that
the elastic S matrices in the initial and final
channels have “normal strong-absorption profile,
in the terminology of Ref. 28. As described there
for elastic and inelastic scattering, backward-
angle enhancement can occur if 7,(X) contains
rapidly varying deviations from the normal X pro-
file. If we write

Ne(X) =T (X) + 7 (X), (3.11)

then the transfer amplitude has an additional con-
tribution B(6) of a form similar to (3.3), but with
the functions 3¢£4)(+9) replaced by

2»

EbKMATI(" (6F &, £)e? T PKAROZELA (0)g , [AE(m - 6)], 6=7 (3.6)
K
T
HEA (£9) = —jerid T Z exp{i@m + Dr[Ag - & +1)]}
XG[0F + @m+ Dr+ivs 9],
(3.12)
where
Glo)= [ anmgern-tnx, (3.13)

and where we have assumed for simplicity that

the deviation 74 (X) is centered at X= A,. Then the

condition for backward-angle enhancement is

2

T .
Ok =T+ __GoZ—nriv)| »1,

“|FaOI < 7+iy)

JE(LA)(O 2
M(O)l =

(3.14)

if the m = -1 contributions to the Poisson sums in
(3:12) and (3.4) are dominant. Thus, except for
the effects of the transfer parameters y and 4,
the enhancement conditions are much the same as
for elastic and inelastic scattering described in
Ref. 28.

Interference between the m =-1 and m =0 terms
in (3.12) gives rise to oscillations in the backward-
angle excitation function. Assuming L =0 transfer
for simplicity, we obtain

G(6T +m+iy)

2
—_—0_ " "7’ si2rAg
G(BT—n+w)e ’ (3.15)

To(m) =G50 (m)[ 1

which shows that, aside from more slowly varying
modulations due to y and 0,, the dominant os-
cillations are of period 0A,=1, as in the case of
elastic and inelastic scattering. [Odd-even stag-
gering effects in 7(X) would cause an additional
modulation of period 6A,=2; see Ref. 28.]

IV. INTERMEDIATE ANGLES
A. Angular distribution

In this section We consider the intermediate-
angle region for which we may use the asymptotic
expressions

2 1/2
JM(x)iiJM,l(x)%(;;) explzi(x —im - 3Mm)]. (4.1)

Then (2.49) becomes
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1
BLM(G) =W ZK Bk (SA)(g)e-;[AKe /D)

+(=)3eSH (- g)eiCA£8-(1/4)v]] ,

4.2)
where
M-L+1
B = b QAR 1D (6], 4, TR
iRf
4.3)

Similarly, from (3.3) we obtain

SCLEAN (= 9)eiraf-1 12) g-ilAZ-0L/ 2]

1"
Bru(0)= (sin@)* Z!ZK:Bf(
. (_)M:‘CI((LA)(_S)e-ir(A;-I/Z)

X et/ 9m) (4.4)

which is the same as (4.2) by virtue of the rela-
tions (3.5). Thus the expressions (2.49) and (3.3)
cover the full angular range, with the common
simplified formula (4.2) for the intermediate re-
gion.

Now it is convenient to change coordinate axes by
transformatmn to a frame with the z axis in the
dlrectlon of k X kf and the x axis in the direction
of k This rotatlon is performed by

Bru(®)= (=W 20 Mk, (3mBL(6).  (4.5)
M:
Then the summations over M’ and K can be carried

out by using the symmetry and orthogonality re-
lations of the rotation matrices

; dﬁw.(%’”)dﬁ'x(%"): GMK ’ (4-6)
g; (=Y, (S (5T) = (=)E0y, . .7)

L+M even (4.8)

The resulting amplitude can be written
BLu(8)=B2u(0) + (-)BE, (6),

(on the understanding that M from now on refers
to the normal of the scattering plane as quantiza-
tion axis), where

£0(0)=3 Ly (OBRAP @019, (4.9)
with

déu (%.”) eil/2Mx-8)
Y 2u O == iney 72

_ YLM (%,”, o) eiu/z)M(vr-O)
(2L+1)”2 (sing)72

BY), =i'-L 8m)t ’(AT Y/EAD L (OF Ly, £)e7OTeieuBen)
kf ' ’
(4.11)

(4.10)

o

F(A(6L, + 2ma + iy 5 6))
@)(g) - m(s1) , i2my Ay i
3 (0) ,,,_20 (=) Ve 6%, +2mu+iy+ 0

(4.12)

Thus the transfer cross section for multipolarity
(L,M) can be written as

oiR(0) =R {1+ | t,4(0)]?

+ (=2 Im[t,, (6)e!?Eu®]} | (4.13)
where
5LR(0) = A ity s 05GP AL U4 (6F, i, OF
Jee 2
X eWGT_.__s;E_le__, (4.14)

tru(6)= (A” )Uzw sy -ana 357 (6)

AL (R, u> &) xP(6)’
(4.15)
and
Ry=50Ny+ Ay)=NA+3(8y + ). (4.18)
In (4.15) we have used
20084 (Ay) = 0y (A)] = (8 = 848, (4.17)

where 6=0(RA).

Equations (4.13)—-(4.15) show that the transfer .
angular distribution has a smooth (bell-shaped)
part determined by

0]+ |70, (4.18)

sme l
and an oscillatory part described by the last term
in the curly brackets. Under normal conditions
only the m =0 term in the Poisson sum (4.12) is
significant, so that

(AT, - 6+iy))

O

(4.19)

and for intermediate angles |5¢{*(6)| is much
smaller than [3¢”(6)|. The maximum of the angu-
lar distribution is at 6= 67,, where the value of the
cross section is

[ (z 7’)]

o (max) = A

T
211 L2k PR gk smG

X [[‘ﬁ,(g{e M,g)] 2751-M
a ')’

. (4.20)
If for example F(z) = 7z/sinh(rz), we get
IF(iA'y)lz_( N )2
7 =\sintrar) “.21)

With thbe same parametric form we have
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3¢7(0)  sinh[7A(87, — 6 +i)]
567(6) ~ sinh[7A (0] + 6 +4v)]

T
= e-ﬂA(eM-e_M)e-21rA9 . (4'22)

This shows that the oscillations in the transfer
cross section are most pronounced at smaller
angles and become strongly damped with increas-
ing 6. It is also seen that at a given angle the
damping is controlled by the window parameter A.
Thus if A is relatively small, as in the case of
“surface transparency,” the oscillations are en-
hanced. This is the effect first discovered by the
Brookhaven group.?!

Since the radial integrals for the asymptotic
form of the transfer form factor (2.5) are real
functions, we may write the cross section (4.13)
more explicitly as

oD (0) =T (ONL + [T,,(6)]?

+ (=127, (0) sin[27, 6 + (&, - 20T},

(4.23)
with

L) (AM )1/21(-<) u(OF s E;e-wA(ﬂM-G We-2r28 (4 94)

-M (GR -M>

This shows that the diffraction oscillations have
the angular period 7/A,, which is M dependent
because of

LA, +0,,)=2A ln( [exp(Ki)Tu exp( Iz:)
+ 2exp(ézﬁ—A—lK ) cosh(%)])
~3A ln(é[cosh(l%) + cosh(%)] ), (4.25)

with the latter expression for 4;=4, The Mde-
pendence of the relative phase in (4.23) is given by

—exp(K"—M)+ exp( K————°—M)
Ay —-A=Aln 2% 22,

Ko+ M K,+M
exp{—g5 ) +exp|- 24,
L i

cosh —K°>
24
-~ Aln
cosh +K,
24
~5(|M -K,| - |M +K,]|). (4.26)

This can modify the transfer analog of the Blair
phase rule which would otherwise hold because of
the factor (-} in (4.23).

B. Magnetic substates and Q-value dependence

The dependence on the kinematic conditions of
the transfer reaction can best be seen from the

transfer partial-wave amplitudes (2.29).
CLK(X)’_' nK(X)II(,K.)K(a ,6)= nx()_\)isz.)x(a ’ g)e-yi ’
(4.27)

which describe the localization in X space. As

we have remarked earlier, these functions are
essentially asymmetric about their maxima at
X=RA%: the falloff rate at large X values is de-
termined by 7 and thus by the binding parameter
k, while the rate of decrease at low X values is
determined by the absorption and measured by
AT,

The maximum of ¢, ,(X) is given (approximately)
by :

CLK(maX) CLK(A}{‘) nK(AT)I(K (9112‘ K,E)
op (4.28)
=?]( A) '7°TI(") (9£ o £)e~TAK |

Using expression (2.19) for A, yields

A

cpx(max)= =
K-K K -K, L4
L "0 —_— 0
{2 [exp( 23, >+ exp( 2, )]}

~ [0 -y(A )T - K- *
z27'1&.,7(?:‘_)8 7(A+ 67 Iz(,f;f(eg,K’E)e \K=Kol /¢ ,

(4.29)
where
4+ A
g*=%§:t (4.30)

with index 7 or f depending on whether K- K|, is
positive or negative.

It is instructive to. compare the X and K depen-
dence of c;, x(X) with the phenomenological ansatz
used by Kahana et al.,?° who assume the Gaussian
form

- i h.—A.>2 (xf—Af\z
phen = | =i i —_
% (N)=1, expL ( T, T, ,

—(%05&)2] (4.31)

r K K —K,\?
~ILeXpL 2(1“ > (g )]

where the second expression is obtained for I';
=I';~T and where

21/ T

8= @ +21" RE (4.32)

Although in our ¢, K()\) the asymptotic dependence
on X and K is exponential rather than Gaussian,
there is a correspondence between the parameter
g and our g*= 2/y, while the parameter I" corres-
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ponds to V2 /¥ for large X and to v2 A for small
X, or rather to the harmonic mean I'*=v2A/
(1+7y4A).

Since the DWBA -based expression (4.27) has
qualitatively similar features as the phenomen-
ological form (4.31), we have in the present treat-
ment removed the shortcomings of our earlier
transfer formalism'? which were rightly criticized
in Refs. 20 and 21 for ignoring the significant
K dependence of the partial-wave amplitude. The
salient point where this is brought out here is
the determination of the mean S matrix (2.16) by
the method described in Appendix A. Most of the
properties of transfer reactions discussed in Ref.
21 by means of (4.31) are described by the present
formulation.

To display the M dependence of the transfer
cross section (in the coordinate frame with quan-
tization axis perpendicular to the reaction plane),
we consider the maximum value (4.20) written as

ULM(maX) A[ ,uz'")] snGT [I( (95,-54,5)]2 2707

=Ala5s n)JZ (T3 (R, - D 700w,
(4.33)
where
In Mg | F iA'Y)]z
A=4A by 2l (4.34)

2mP 5%k PR pi® Y
The M- and @ -value dependence of the functions
I ("’ isdescribed by the expressions given in Ap-

pendlx B. As discussed there it is contained
mainly in a factor exp(-b_, /2p€_M), where

-1 1/2
-M £€_M+ £+M(_M:-—l—> s
€-u (4.35)
€, =L(AT,/mPe 1]V 2,
However, the most significant factor in (4.33) is
e=27hy = g2 rKe-z Ay

e~2 7A

- M-M M =M\ 27
L - "o -0
{2["’"" 24, )*exp( 24, )]}

~ 4787278 exp ( leTMOI_> ,

(4.36)

where M= -K,=A,—-A;, and g* is defined by
(4.30) with index i or f depending on whether
M>M, or M<M,. For A;=A,the M dependence
has the simple form exp(—y|M —M,|), showing
that the cross section is largest for M=M,.

Finally we consider the M dependence of the
amplitude (4.24) of the diffraction oscillations,
which can be written as

. 0)= (AT>"21£5L(9£.M,4:)
Iz(,ﬁ{)(eg,-ﬁn E)

Xe-r(AM-A ) -I‘A(9 u? M)e-zma (4 37)
Since A, ,¥3M+06,< A, and AL -RT,=A,-4_,,
and further

o} — 67,=0(K}) ~0(A%) ~(a, - A,)0'(R)
(4.38)

this becomes

ZLM( 8)= W exp{-[y+ 720" (X)](a, - A_,)}
X e-zmo , (439)

where A, — A_, is given by (4.26). Aside from
this difference, because of ©/(X)<0 the sign of the
exponential depends on the relative magnitude of

y and nAI@’(./_\)I . An estimate of the latter quan-
tity is given by the Rutherford value 7(A/A)sind,
which under strong-absorption conditions is small
compared to y. Thus the amplitudes are largest
for good ! matching (small K) in which case A,

-~ A_, is nearly independent of M, and the main

M dependence of ¢;,(0) is given by the ratio of

the functions I,%. Since from Appendix B we know
that these are largest for M = —L and smallest

for M =L, the amplitude is maximal for M=L.
Further the magnitude of #,,(6) decreases with
increasing L, so that the strongest diffraction
oscillations occur for L =0 transfer and are weak-
er for higher multipolarities.

V. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

The expressions derived in this paper give,
in closed analytic form, a rather detailed des-
cription of the significant wave-mechanical as-
pects of heavy-ion transfer reactions as embodied
implicitly in (first-order, no-recoil) DWBA cal-
culations. By accounting for the important kine-
matical and dynamical effects of magnetic sub-
state, angular momentum matching, and @ -value
dependences, a considerable improvement is
achieved over earlier closed-form evaluations of
the DWBA amplitude which glossed over many
subtle features by taking too rough averages over
initial and final state energies and angular mo-
mentum projections. The main improving device
is the introduction of the mean S matrix, which
leads to an explicit representation of the partial-
wave transfer amplitude that is more realistic
than the ad hoc forms assumed in phenomeno-
logical treatments.

Of course, the formalism presented so far still
has many shortcomings because of the simplifying
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assumptions made at the outset: (i) the no-recoil
approximation, (ii) omission of higher-order and
multi-step processes, and (ii) the neglect of spin
and polarization effects. In subsequent work we
endeavor to remove or remedy these limitations
by suitable extensions of our method. One of
several ways to account for recoil effects is a
Taylor expansion of the final-channel distorted-
wave function,?®'3° which results in the no-recoil
transfer amplitude being amended by a linear
combination of amplitudes pertaining to different
values L, of the transferred angular momentum
and containing radial integrals with modified
transfer form factors. The additional amplitudes
can then be evaluated in closed form using simi-
lar approximations as for the no-recoil term.
Further, the contributions of higher-order pro-
cesses, such as inelastic scattering of the initial
and final nuclei before and after the transfer takes
place, can be taken into account by replacing the
initial and final S matrices with the modified ex-
pressions derived recently®! from a coupled-chan-
nels extension of the closed-formalism for elastic
and inelastic heavy-ion scattering. Earlier, Uda-
gawa and Tamura®? gave a qualitative description
by using a phenomenological form of the partial-
wave transfer amplitude. Similar extensions are
possible for multi-step, successive, or sequential
transfers and will be treated in subsequent papers.
Lastly, spin and polarization effects can be des-
cribed by including spin-orbit interaction in the
initial and final S matrices and taking the spin
dependence of the bound -state wave function into
account.
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APPENDIX A: DETERMINATION OF MEAN S MATRIX

Here we address the question of how to replace
the product of square roots of the S matrices in
the initial and final channels by a single mean
S matrix. Assuming that S;(k)=n,(k)exp[i25,(k)]
can be interpolated by a function of the continuous
variable A=[+%, with the reflection function

n,(k)~n(X)=7(x) characterized by the parameters
A and A in the combination u=(A —=A)/A, we re-
quire .

[S1,(kf)S, (R ) 2= [SP (S D ()] 2
‘28 & (X)= nK(X)e'izoK @) , (A.1)

where X=3(X;+1,) and K=, - \,. Here and in the
following equations, a£b means “a is required to
equal b.” Then

251(()_&): 5(1’)()\‘)_‘_ 5(1’) ()\i)
=6 (X+3K)+ 6P (X —-3K), (A.2)

and our requirement for the reflection functions is

e o L |

Af A

2 nK(X>=ﬁ(%K) ., (A3)
with A, and A determined as functions of A;,A,,
A;, A, such that (A3) is optimally satisfied for
functions 7j(u) of general “strong-absorption pro-
file.”
This is of course trivial in the sharp-cutoff
limit where #j(u) is a unit step function; then

Ag=K+3|K -K,| (sharp cutoff), (A.4)

where A=3(A;+A,) and K,=A; —A,.

For smooth profiles we first solve the problem
by choosing a particular functional form of 7j(u)
for which (A3) can be satisfied exactly, and then
use the result in the general case. If A;=A,=A,
this can be done with Kauffmann’s function®®

()= exp(-e™). (A.5)
Then
1 A —A A—AN] X-A
aoe(-252) o (25 |- eme(-25%)
(A.6)
yields
Ag=K+A ln[cosh(K——ﬂ-z—AK )] (A7)

For A+ A, we obtain
1 K -K, ( X-K)
- -
sl () el

- x-K\1. -k
cemp( £ e (- 255 2o (-155).
i i 7

(A.8)

which can no longer be satisfied exactly. How-
ever, we can determine optimal values of A, and
A by the following requirements: First, (A8)

|



21 CLOSED-FORM DESCRIPTION OF HEAVY-ION TRANSFER... 1881

should hold exactly at A=A,. This yields
o 1 K —Kn) K —Kn)]
AK—A+A1n{2[exp( 24, +exp( 24, .
(A.9)

Then we determine A such that in the case of K
matching, K=K,, where (A8) becomes

e O
(A.10)

it minimizes the difference between the exponen-
tials,

1. 1\2 71 1\2 -
(Z_A—,) +(—A-—Z—;) =minimum , (A.11)
2A;A
- iof
an P, (A.12)

Clearly, for A;=A,, (A.9)reduces to (A.7), and both
expressions reduce to (A.4) in the sharp-cutoff
limit.

I [ I
Mk

0S -

] 20 30 40 by 50

FIG. 2. Mean reflection function 7, (X) of Fermi func-
tion profile (solid curve), calculated from the initial-
channel reflection function 7;(X) with A;=30, A;=2 (long-
dashed curve) and the final-channel reflection function
np(X) with A;=32, A,=3 (dot-dashed curve). 7g(X) rep~
resents the optimum symmetric approximation [Eq.

(A3)] to the asymmetric function [n;(X)ns(X)]"/? (short-
dashed curve), with parameters A, =31 and A=2.4 cal-
culated from Eqs. (A9) and (A12), respectively.

An example of how relation (A.3) with (A.9) and
(A.12) works for reflection functions of Fermi
function profile 7j(u)=(1+e™*)™ is shown in Fig. 2.

APPENDIX B: THE FUNCTIONS I{%(c.£)

The functions I{%)(a, £), defined in (2.22) as the WKB approximation to the Coulomb radial integrals
(2.14) for the transfer form factor (2.5), have the integral representation

© 2 _1)1/2qj
I%(a, §)=f dw(—i%)nP[ip(1+ € coshw)]p(1 + € coshw)cos {5'( sinhw+&w + M arctan [(i——l)—s—m—hﬂ]] },
0

where
€=(sinya)?=[(X/n)?+1]/2, (B.2)

and p, £, £’ are defined in (2.23) and (2.32). An
approximate expansion, with an accuracy of about
10% for | £’| <1.5, is given in Ref. 14 as

T 1/2
e, 0=(5) e
L. (L+m)! 1
et (L ~m)lm! [2p(1+€)]" a}/*
(B.3)

e b2/ 2am
X

with

= _€ — £ e-1 1/2
am—p€+m1+€, b—§€+§+M(€+1) .
(B.4)

For p(1+€)>1 and b<1, the sum in (B.3) may
be approximated by the m =0 term,

€ + coshw

(B1)

T \/2 b2
1;'3}(&&)=(—2E> eXp[-zpe—p(HE)]o (B.5)

As discussed in Ref. 14, this expression shows
the @ value and M dependence of I{%) by the ex-
ponential of 4*/2pe. For a given angle o, the op-
timum @ value is determined by the adiabaticity
parameters, giving maximum I{%) for b=0, or

EI

sinfa

+E=-Mtanj(m —a), (B.6)

and the steepness with which I{%) decreases for
increasing |Q —Qm| is controlled by the binding
parameter « through pe = kn/k sinja such that the
falloff is faster for weakly than for strongly
bound particles. The same relation shows that
for positive @ values, I{%is largest for M= -L
and smallest for M =L, and that the difference
is more pronounced at smaller than at larger
angles a.

For L=0, (B.1) can be evaluated exactly in
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terms of a modified Hankel function of imaginary
order,*

I8, £)=exp [— (p+ garctan %)]K“(nwe)

T 1/2 gl
= (ZME) exp[— (p+ £arctan ;+ n'ye)] ,

(B.7)

where y = (0%+ £2)Y/2/p, with the asymptotic form

of (B.7) obtained for nye > | £|.

The main dependence of I} on X is given by the
factor exp(—-nye), which becomes exp(—yx) for
X>n. This enables us to define

9, ) =18 (a, bem (B.8)

where I{¥)(a, £) varies relatively slowly with X.
Finally, using an amended notation, we note from
(B.1) the symmetry relation

I8, &, ) =11}, ~&, ~£). (B-9)
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