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Angular distributions for elastic and inelastic scattering have been measured on six analog reso-
nances in the **Te+p system and at two off resonance energies. Partial widths are deduced from
the angular distributions. Formulae for the spectroscopic amplitudes within the framework of the
quasiparticle random phase approximation are presented. The experimental results are compared

with the theoretical predictions.

NUCLEAR REACTIONS '*°Te(p,p’), E=7.5—14 MeV; enriched targets, mea-
sured o(E,,0); deduced spectroscopic amplitudes; '*'Te calculated and spec-
troscopic amplitudes predicted.

I. INTRODUCTION

The study of the elastic and inelastic proton scattering
on analog resonances provides an important source of nu-
clear structure information related to the question of
parentage.! 7 That is, from these processes we can learn
to what extent a nuclear state can be built up by adding a
nucleon in a definite single-particle state to a definite core
state. More precisely, the inelastic scattering gives a
direct measure of:

(i) the particle-vibrator coupling in the parent nucleus
when the decaying proton is above the neutron Fermi lev-
el, and

(ii) the microscopic structure of the core states, when
the proton decays from a level which is below the neutron
Fermi level.

In the preceding paper’ we analyzed the elastic and in-
elastic decays of the isobaric analog resonances in the

4“Sm + p system associated with the low lying states of
the parent nucleus '**Sm with spin and parity J] =7, ,
; 1 ; , - All the single-particle orbitals (f},,, P32, P1/2
and f5,,) which, together with the positive parity vibra-
tional fields, establish the structure of these states, lie
above the neutron Fermi level. Therefore, the main infor-
mation which can be obtained from that study is related
to the particular-vibrator coupling; the microscopic struc-
ture of the core plays only a minor role.

In the present work we shall study proton inelastic
scattering to the 130Te 2i state through analog resonances

1,“,21,“,22,and n PIL. In this case the
negative parity states are also bullt up dominantly from
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the single-particle states, which are above the neutron Fer-
mi level. The positive parity resonances, on the contrary,
come from the orbitals which lie below or just on the top
of the neutrgn Fermi surface. As a consequence, for the
2 1 and 5, resonances, both the particle-vibrator cou-
pling in the parent nucleus and the macroscopic structure
of the vibrational 27 field turn out to be relevant.

In the same way as in Ref. 7 we make use of the cou-
pled channel formulation for treating the direct non-
resonant scattering. However, as (a) the analog resonances
under study lie 7 to 10 MeV above the neutron threshold
where there is a vast phase space available for neutron de-
cay of the T < states and (b) proton decay of the T < states
is inhibited by the Coulomb barrier, the fluctuation contri-
bution to the proton cross section should be nil. Thus,
contrary to what happens in the '**Sm + p system, the
proton scattering in this work can be well described by
considering a direct background amplitude and a resonant
amplitude due to the presence of the analog states.

The fluctuation processes, as well as the different esti-
mates for the single-particle escape amplitudes, have been
thoroughly discussed in Ref. 7. Here the main emphasis
is on the nuclear structure calculation of the parentage
coefficients.

It should be noted that previous measurements®~!! on
130Te lacked forward angle data and the analysis did not
include the nonresonant direct mechanism.

II. EXPERIMENT

With the proton beam of the Sao Paulo Pelletron-8UD
accelerator, angular distributions of o(6) were measured
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between 40° and 169° at laboratory energies of 8.00, 8.30,
10.29, 10.54, 10.60, and 11.00 MeV. These energles are at
or near those of analog resonances having J7 of —+, 5
27,(37), 37, and (3 ), respectively, and correspond to
the maximum yield in the first 2% state averaged over
several angles. Off-resonance angular distributions were
taken at 7.50, 9.90, and 14.00 MeV at angles between 30°
and 170°. An array of three surface barrier detectors was
used, each subtending a solid angle of about 1 msr. The
detectors were cooled to 0°C using a water-ice mixture.

Targets were made by vacuum evaporation of 99.4%
enriched !'*Te from a gold plated Ta crucible onto
10 ug/cm? carbon foils and were about 200 pg/cm?
thickness. The carbon foils were evaporated onto clean
BaCl, coated microscope slides by electron bombardment
of graphite. Commercial foils and those prepared with a
detergent substrate had contaminants which hindered the
experiment. Targets made by evaporation from unplated
crucibles contained tantalum teluride and were not stable
in the beam.

Absolute cross sections, accurate to within 5%, were
determined by normalization of forward angle elastic
scattering data to optical model predictions. The error
bars on the data points are purely statistical and do not
contain this error.

III. ANALYSIS

The method of analysis is identical to that of Ref. 7.
Following Ref. 12 we express the cross section in terms of
the C matrix defined by

172
] kc' [ 21 +1 ]

'M—CB ’ _L____
C(cc'J)=C%cc'J) 2%, |20+1

xe 2sR(cc')) @3.1)
where J is the angular momentum of the resonance;
c={nljI} and ¢'={n'l'j'I'} stand, respectively, for the
entrance and exit channel quantum numbers; and k. and
o, are the wave number and Coulomb phase, respectively.
The background term CZ(cc'J) is calculated using the pro-
gram coupled channel JUPITOR.!? The spectroscopic in-
formation is contained in the resonant part of the scatter-
ing matrix, which reads, in the R matrix formalism,'

gl(ct,)glc'J,)

SRcc'N)=ie' %t S, (3.2)
v E; —E— Er,T
with
bo=Ec+0o.+YF . (3.3)

Here, E is the incident center of mass energy, E;, the

resonance energy of the vth state with spin J, '7 the total
width of the resonance, £, the real optical phase, and X
the resonance mixing phase. The resonance amplitudes
g(cJ,) are related to the spectroscopic amplitudes 6(cJ,)
through the expression'*!®
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/2 g(eJ,)
124

where T, denotes the isospin of the target nucleus, P2 the

optical-model penetrability, and §, the imaginary part of

the optical phase. The quantity yZ? is the single particle

reduced width given by

172
patac),

2Ty +1

6(ct,)=
© 2P0

’ (3.4)

Sp__ .
Ye ama, (3.5)

where p,(a.) is the value of the neutron wave function at
the channel radius @, and m is the neutron mass. The
minimum values of

[(2To+1)/2P21 /27y

in the region of the nuclear surface were calculated using
the program ANSPEC (Refs. 14 and 15) and used in the
determination of the 6(cJ,). The spectroscopic factor is
simply given as S (c/J,, )-—-9{(&’ ).
The coupled channel optical potential was obtained by
fitting elastic and inelastic angular distributions at 7.5 and
14.0 MeV using the program ECIS, '® which solves the cou-
pled equations by a method of sequential iterations. The
first 2% state is considered as a one phonon vibration.
Figure 1 shows the fits and the optical parameters. The
deformation parameter B¢ was taken from the Coulomb
excitation!” B(E2), 0.295 e?b?, using the relation
2

B(EMN)=

’

iZeBcRé
41

where Z is the atomic number and R is the Coulomb ra-
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FIG. 1. Optical model fits. The form of the potential is

U(r)=Ve— Vf(r,Ro,ao)—iW%f(r,R,-,a,-)

- V.
+&"1 ’L -2 f(r,Rso;A /)aso)
mgc | r dr

where f(r,R,a) is the usual Woods-Saxon form and R is the
uniform sphere charge radius. We find Ry=1.254!" fm,
a0=0.703 fm, R;=1.274"" fm, ;=0.634 fm, V,5=57.06
MeV, W;5=8.30 MeV, V,=52.23 MeV, and W ,=12.09 MeV
and take V,,=6.2 MeV, R,,=1.104'? fm, a,,=7.50 fm, and
Rc=1.204' fm with BcRc=B,R,=B;R;=0.690 and fm and
Bo=0.
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dius. A linear dependence in energy was assumed for V
and W, the real volume and surface imaginary potential
depths. Using the 7.5 and 14 MeV potentials one obtains

V =—0.59E 4-60.49 MeV ,
W =0.58E +3.93 MeV .

The 9.9 MeV elastic and inelastic angular distributions
which are affected by the 10.29 MeV resonance showed a
best fit, indicating a dependence of about

W =0.48E +5.37 MeV .

This gave improved resonance fits, particularly at 8.038
MeV, and was used throughout this work.

Resonance mixing phases and elastic partial widths
come from a reanalysis of the 170° scattering excitation
curves of Ref. 9 using the program ANSPEC.!*!> Figure 2
shows fits to two resonance regions. We obtain ¢f_,=9",
Y =T, 1/Jf=2=5°, and ¢f=3=0". These phases are then
used in inelastic fitting. The “on-resonance” angular dis-
tributions were taken at the energies of the maximum
yield of the first 2%, which are not the resonance energies.
The quantity E 7,—E was determined by varying E until
the elastic angular distributions were fit. Figure 3 shows
the elastic resonant angular distributions.

The only free parameters in the inelastic analysis are the
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FIG. 2. Fits to 170° elastic excitation functions over five reso-
nances.

g(cJ,). Once the correct combination of signs for the
g(cJ,) is found, the iteration procedure rapidly converges.
The resonances were fitted separately, but every three
iterations the background due to other resonances was
corrected. Table I shows the deduced elastic and inelastic
parameters. Errors are estimated from behavior during
fitting and do not include the normalization uncertainly.

IV. CALCULATION

A. Nuclear model

We attempt to describe the energy spectra and the spec-
troscopic amplitudes in terms of the pairing-plus-
multipole model (PMM) with the quasiparticle random
phase approximation (QRPA) for the doubly even system
and the quasiparticle vibration coupling (QVC) for the
odd-even system. A detailed description of the PMM
model can be found in Ref. 18; here we shall merely
sketch the main approximations involved in this model
and derive the formulae for the spectroscopic amplitudes,
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FIG. 3. Resonant elastic angular distributions. The curves
correspond to the final values of E s, —E.
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TABLE 1. Elastic and inelastic widths. For odd parity resonances, the value of I“?,: ? was taken to be zero and held fixed on the

7

- . . +
5 resonance. For even parity resonances, the value of I“;f ? was taken to be zero and held fixed on the % resonance.

Odd parity resonances

E;™ E; —E I'r T, v Iy v e
J7 (MeV) (keV) (keV) (keV) (keV) (keV) (keV)
- 10.21 +5 78.0 17.0+1 3.88 +0.3 0.13240.3 2.3540.3
%_ 10.45 + 14 60.0 5.00+1 1.18+0.2 0.265+0.2 0.860+0.2 2.03+0.2
%_ 10.51 + 30 80.0 13.8+1 3.27+0.4 3.55 £0.4 0.117+£0.4 4.97+0.4
%_ 10.90 + 25 103 18.9+1 12.47 +1.5 6.05 £1.5
Even parity resonances
Ej! E; —E Ty T, r, L’ ;2
J7 (MeV) (keV) (keV) (keV) (keV) (keV) (keV)
3 7.98 0 65.0 6.00+0.5 3.47+0.3 1.76  +0.3 0.495+0.3
17 8.28 0 60.0 11.0 +1 © 0.043740.2 2.26 +0.2
which are not available in the literature. where
The PMM consists of the one-body shell model Hamil-
1 . PR Bl
tonian (Hg,), with the short range pairing (H,) and long Mi(s)= 3 S(1j2MsKGij2) s (4.5b)
range multipole (H,,) forces as a residual two-body in- N2
teraction. Usually, tl}e pairing .cgupling constant G is M’;f(p):% > P(j1j,A)
fixed from the experimental pairing energy A and the J1oda
neutron-neutron, proton-proton, and neutron-proton mul- Frs s A —p i
tipole forces are chosen to be equal: X[PRT Gui)+(=)Y"Fpi¥ (i)l
— yPP_yin— (4.5¢)
X=X =X =X, .
The QRPA implies the following: with
(i) An approximate dlagon?hzatlon of: the.Hamlltoman S(jaA) =(2A+1)"17% U, U~V 2)
Hg,+H, through the Bogoliubov quasiparticle transfor-
mation X Gl a7 s (4.62)
T il . j+m
Uiy =UiQjpy +0:0,~; A=(— Y T"q; | (4.1)
jm J7jm Jrjm jm j—m P(j1j27\')=(2}"+1)—1/2(Uj1Vj2+Uj2le)
leading to the independent quasiparticle Hamiltonian ( a y
X Gl r*Yalliz) (4.6b)
Heypy= 3 Eja)ntjm - 4.2)
m Biiiy=Tal a- T
sh(ua)=la; a: Ik, (4.6¢)
The operator aij (a;) creates (annihilates) a particle in wij)=ley,a5 ‘]}"
the state |jm )(|j,—m)) and j={nlj}; the correspond- p’{+(j1j2):[a;fla;2]‘;f . (4.6d)

ing quasiparticle operators are, respectively, a;, and e
The symbol E; stands for the independent quasiparticle
energy

Ej=[(€j—ep)*+A%]"2, 4.3)

where € is the Fermi energy, A is the energy gap, and ¢;
is the single particle energy.
The multipole operators

; A A ; T
M’}t——— 2 <]1m1 |l r Yl)t |]2m2>aj1m1aj2m2 ’ (4.4)
Jymy
Jamy
contained in H),, become

MY =M (s)+M4(p) , (4.52)

(ii) The scattering terms in the multipole Hamiltonian
are dropped out and the QRPA Hamiltonian,

HQRPA=qu_‘;— EXA(_)A—'“M;”(F)M%(P) > (4.7)
Ap
is brought into the diagonal form,
Hcoll = 2 hwh,iBl)thlA,‘,i ) (4.8)
Ap,i
by the Bogoliubov transformation
Byt =% 3 [a;(j1iaMpht (jija)
J1ia
—b; (12 A= EpE )], (4.9)
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where are, respectively, the forward and backward going ampli-
a1 A) = Ay P(j1jaA) (4.10a) tudes with the normalization condition
i E, +E, —fiwy,; '
n T 3 [a;(1iaMap(j1i2M) =i jaMbij1jaA) ] =28 .
B A = Ay e 12N (4.100) g
i\J1J2A)= A, i Ej1+Ej2+ﬁmh,i ’ . (411)

The eigenfrequencies w, ; are obtained from the dispersion relation

1 1
+3 , 4.12
lE ﬁwk i +Ej2 ‘f‘ﬁw&i ( )

Xi'=3 3 PGV

J1Ja

while the quantity A, ; is given by the expression

- - ., 1 1

Ari= a(ﬁw X 1= ]%[p (1i2MTP B, 5, thor? (B, 18,y (4.13)
After applying the inverse transformation to Eq. (4.5¢) the phonon multipole operator reads

MY =X 3 AL BT+ (= HBIE] (4.14)

i

For the odd system the Hamiltonian is written in the form

Hyga=H g+ Heoy + Hing(QVC) (4.15)

where
H; (QVC)= 3 Ap;ME* (s)[BLT4+(—) B #] . (4.16)

Ap,i

The wave functions of the Hamiltonian (4.15) are expressed as a superposition of one quasiparticle, one quasiparticle
plus one phonon, etc.:

|IM)=[Craly+3 Cinis 3, (imAu) | IM)aly, BEE + - - < | %)
Ji muy
=C; |JOIM)+ 3, Cjpiy | jAi M)+ - -+, (4.17)
i

where |1),) is the ground-state wave function of the even system [Bardeen-Cooper-Schrieffer (BCS) vacuum].

The actual calculation shows that only the lowest energy phonon, which corresponds to the vibrational state, is impor-
tant. This is not only because its energy is the lowest, but also because it is strongly coupled to the single quasiparticles
(A1 is large). Therefore we will consider only the lowest phonon, drop the suffix i, and use the number of phonons N,
together with the total angular momentum I, to specify the many phonon system. The energy matrix element of the
Hamiltonian H 44 is given by

, ) j'rJ
<j'N'I’J IHOdd leIJ)=8jj18NN’81]'(Nﬁ&)A+Ej)_AA(___)l+1 +J+](2A'+1)1/2 [I J A}S(]'J}")

XIAN'I'| BT [|[IN Y8y n 41+ N'I'[|BF#| NI Y8y y 1] (4.18)

where B H—(—)*~*#B,_,. In particular,
172

A1 g 4.19)

2j+1

G'N'=1,I'=AJ =j | Hoga |/, N =0, =0,J =j )= — A,

It should be noted that the relation between the quantity A, and the macroscopic particle-vibration coupling strength
(k) is given by
(k) Ba
(r*y 2a+1)'727
where (k)={(rdV/dr)~50 MeV and (r*)=3/(3+A)R* with R =1.24'/3 fm, 4 being the mass of the nucleus con-

sidered.
We are now ready to calculate the spectroscopic amplitudes defined by

= (4.20)
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O(iNIJ)=(2J +1)"/*(1AS;J ||a/”*||I) 4.21)

and which measure to what extent the isobaric analog state (IAS) with angular momentum J can be built up by adding a
proton, in the single-particle state j, to a core state with N phonons and angular momentum I. T is the isospin of the
target nucleus. The IAS is related with the low-lying parent state (PS) through the relation

S S—
(2To+ 172

where T™=3 im af, tal jm is the isospin lowering operator. The final result is

|IAS;J ) = PS;J) , (4.22)

; I+j—J (n) rr(p) rr(p) I+I'+A Ira
9(]NIJ)=(—) - CjNIJUj Ujp Ujp+ 2 (=) + (2)\'+1)CJNIJ J ] J
J'N'T

X {[I/}H)U}p)U}p)b(n)(j'j)\.)+ U}p)U}’p)V}p)b(p)
XA +UPVP UG M) 8y 41
+[ V}n)U}p)U‘;p)a(n)(j'j)\.)-i- U}P)U}P)V}p)a(p)(j'j}\,)

+UPVPUPD PG A B, -1} - 4.23)

To discuss the physical features of the spectroscopic amplitudes, it is useful to give explicit formulae for specific
cases. In the following, the cases which involve the ground and the first vibrational states of an even nucleus are listed.
Contributions from two phonon states in the odd nucleus are neglected. The cases are the following:

(a) even nucleus in the ground state (elastic scattering):

2A+1

7
(n) £7(p) 7 (P)p () 330 (1) v +(0s (0} 5ep
2j+1 ?CJ"U [V;PUPUPb ™G ) + UM UP b ™ A)

6(j,I =0,J =j)=C;U"UPUP —

+U}P’V}P)U}P)a‘p’(jj’7»)] , (4.24a)

(b) even nucleus in the first excited state (inelastic scattering):

172
, . oy | 2A+1
0(j,I =A,J)=(—) =7+ [Cqufn A 1| ©
X [Vi(n)Uj(p)U}p)a(n)(ij)_}_ U}")U}p)V}p)a(p)(ij)+U}")V}P)U}P)b(p)(-,j}v)] . (4.24b)

The amplitudes C; and Cj,; are obtained from the diagonalization of the Hamiltonian (4.16). This procedure, howev-
er, leaves hidden those physical processes which play the dominant role in creating the properties of the coupled system.
Moreover, the results of diagonalization sometimes show a certain asymptotic behavior which could be eventually
predicted without complicated numerical operations. For these reasons, the results for the spectroscopic amplitudes are
listed below, when only zeroth and first order contributions to the wave functions are considered. This means that:

(1) For a predominantly single-quasiparticle state the wave function of the parent state is approximated by

(n
|JM Y~ | JOIM ) — A, Z‘iil S s” ”17‘ £ M) (4.25)
and
—)=UPUPUP - 2A+1 S™(ij'A)
6, =0,J =j)=U"UPU! 11 ZE i
V]{n)U]gp)U}P)P(n)(jj:k) U}p)UJ{p)V}P)P(p)(jjl)\')
E["+E[" +fio, E[P+E]P + i,

Ui v P U PR
EP'+EP —fio,

(4.26a)
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in case (a) and
B T AT = A | 221 2 umumuPsGin  viRuR U P™GIA)
L =AJ)=—NA) n
2 +1 Ej" —E" —fio, E;" +E;" —#iw,
U UupvPPRGIA) U VP UP PRI @260
EP +E[P —fioy, EP +EP +fioy, ‘
in case (b).
(2) For a predominantly collective state the wave function is approximated by
, 2A+1 SW(J'A)
IM)Y~|j'AIM ) —A JOIM 25
[IM )= |J'AIM) — Ay | 5 By +Hoh—E, | ) (4.25)
and
9( o )_ \ 2}\’+1 172 U}n)U;p)U}p)S(n)(jjl}») V;H)U;p)U}p)P(n)(jj')»)
PE=0E= M2+l Ej+#i0,—E; EM +EN + i,
() yr(p) (P p(p)f 537 () Ap)rr(p) p(p) +30
UPuPvPPPGIN) U VP UPPR L) @262
E;P +EP + i, EP +EP —fiw,
in case (a), and
) g 2A+1 S™(Jj'A)
0,1 =A,D)=(—Y =/ UMUPUP — A}
Y =P =M 3T | By hos—E,
vRuPuPPe iz U U vPPRIA) UMY U PPIGA) €260

E}n)-‘}—E}n)—‘ﬁﬂ)A

in case (b). The graphical representation of different
terms in Egs. (4.26a), (4.26b), (4.26a'), and (4.26b') is
displayed in Figs. 4(a), (b), (a'), and (b’), respectively.
From these figures it is easy to see the physical meaning
of each of the contributions to the spectroscopic ampli-
tude. For example, the last term in Eq. (4.26b) [the last
diagram in Fig. 4(b)] arises from the ground state correla-
tions in the parent state, which create a phonon and two
quasiprotons; the proton in the state JP is annihilated, to-
gether with the initial quasineutron in the state J™, by the
operator T ~, while the second proton decays from the
state j'P), leaving the nucleus in the first vibrational state.
The first terms which appear in Egs. (4.26) correspond
to the conventional processes in which one neutron above
the Fermi level is transformed, by means of the T~ opera-
tor, into a proton which later on decays. The first terms
in Eqgs. (4.25) include, in addition, all the possible process-
es in which one or more phonons are successively emitted
and absorbed through the scattering vertices. The decay
modes mentioned above are the only ones which can take
place in the usual macroscopic QVC model. In this cou-
pling scheme the quasiparticle and collective degrees of
freedom are treated as if they were independent of each
other, i.e., [@;,,B5%]=0, and the vibrational field cases
only the scattering of the quasiparticles, but neither
creates nor destroys pairs of quasiparticles. The remain-
ing three terms in each one of Egs. (4.25) and (4.26) arise
either when the microscopic structure of the phonons is
explicitly taken into account or, equivalently, when one al-
lows, within the macroscopic QVC model, for the pair
creation and pair destruction processes in the first order
perturbation theory. In the present work we have fol-

EP +EP i,

EP +EP +7i0; |

(b')

FIG. 4. Lowest order diagrams contributing to the proton
scattering in an analog resonance. In graphs (a) and (b) the
parent state is a single quasiparticle state and in graphs (a’) and
(b") it is a member of the quasiparticle-phonon multiplet.
Graphs (a) and (a’) and (b) and (b’) correspond, respectively, to
elastic and inelastic scattering. The pertinent analytic expres-
sions are given by Egs. (4.26).



lowed the first option; in the second case one should sub-
stitute the operator M4 (s) in Eq. (4.16) by the operator
MY =M (s)+ M4t (p) and impose the condition
[ajm ’Bl):]=o

Both from the formulae (4.26) and the graphs shown in
Fig. 4, it is easy to discover a close similarity between
cases Ia and IIb (by case Ia we mean the elastic scattering
through a dominantly single-quasiparticle state, etc.). The
parentage coefficient in both cases is mainly determined
by the superconductive factor U}"’U Py }p), as the remain-
ing three terms, being proportional to A%, are relatively
small. More explicitly: The transitions from the multi-
plet

A = |j—A|,...,j+A)

to the one-phonon state |A) are of the same order of
magnitude as the transition from the single-quasiparticle
state |A) on which is based the multiplet, independently
of the value of the angular momentum J.

Cases Ib and Ila also bear a close resemblance. All the
contributions are of first order in the coupling constant
A;; in addition, when #iw, > 2A, all the pair creation and
pair destruction factors carry the same sign, while the
scattering form may interfere constructively or destruc-
tively depending on the interplay of the sign of its energy
denominator with the sign of its superconductive vertex
factor. A careful analysis of the individual terms in Egs.
(4.26b) and (4.26a’) might lead to several interesting selec-
tion and intensity rules, similar to those which govern the
electromagnetic processes in a coupled system (see, for ex-
ample, Ref. 19).

B. Numerical calculations

Table II shows the single particle energies €; used in the
calculation. These come from the works of Heyde et al.?°
and de Toledo et al.?' The procedure of the calculation
was as follows. First the gap equations were solved, both
for neutrons and for protons, with the gap parameters
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A"=1.16 MeV and AP=0.846 MeV ,

taken from experimental odd-even mass differences.??

The corresponding pairing strengths and the Fermi ener-
gies were, respectively,

G"=0.145 MeV and G?=0.142 MeV
and
€r=3.57 MeV and €& =—3.18 MeV .

The resulting quasiparticle energies and the occupation
coefficients, shown in Table II, were then used to calculate
the quasiparticle-phonon coupling constants A; for the
first excited 2% and 3~ states in the !3°Te nucleus, by
means of Eq. (4.13). In this step we have employed har-
monic oscillator wave functions with the length parameter
b =1.00574'/3 fm, and the experimental values for the
phonon energies, i.e.,

#iw,=0.839 MeV and fiw;=2.72 MeV .
Next, with the calculating coupled constants
A,=0.154 MeV fm~2 and A;=0.0158 MeV fm—3,

we evaluated the amplitudes a(j;j,A) and b(j;j,A) and
proceeded with the diagonalization of the Hamiltonian
Hodd in the basis

|jo(NoJ N3N, (LI JM Y; N=N,+N;, 1=1,+1;.

Here, N, and 1 a stand, respectively, for the number and
angular momentum of the A-pole phonon. Furthermore,
the neutron quasiparticle was allowed to stay in one of the
fOllOWing orbitals: 1g7/2, 2d5/2, 3S1/2, 1h 11/2» 2d3/2, 2f7/2,
1’19/2, 3p3/2, 3p1/2, 1i13/2, and 2f5/2, and all collective
states up to three quadrupole phonons (N3 <2) and two
octupole phonons (N; <2) were considered. Finally, with
the amplitudes Cjyyy, obtained from the diagonalization
procedure, we calculated the parentage -coefficients
6(jN1J) given by Eq. (4.23).

TABLE II. Single particle energies, quasiparticle energies, and the occupation coefficients used in

the calculation.

Protons Neutrons

nl] Ej E] V} Ej Ej I/j

2fsn 7.06 10.27 0.041 9.30 5.85 0.100
lizg 6.42 9.63 0.044 9.10 5.65 0.103
3pin 8.89 12.10 0.035 8.75 5.31 0.110
3p3n 7.61 10.82 0.039 8.50 5.07 0.115
1ho,y 4.04 7.27 0.058 8.50 5.07 0.115
2f1n 4.42 7.64 0.055 7.30 391 0.150
2d;,, —0.350 2.95 0.145 2.90 1.40 0.882
1hn —0.485 2.82 0.152 2.60 1.59 0.918
3512 0.000 3.28 0.130 2.40 1.74 0.934
2ds,, —1.90 1.52 0.291 1.10 2.85 0.978
1872 —2.35 1.17 0.395 0.00 3.89 0.989
1g9,2 —6.83 3.45 0.992 —3.83 7.63 0.997
2p1,2 -17.10 4.15 0.995 —4.55 8.34 0.998
1fsp —8.50 5.62 0.997 —6.04 9.82 0.998
2p3,» —8.38 541 0.997 —5.83 9.61 0.998
1f1p —11.6 8.58 0.999 —9.02 12.78 0.999
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TABLE III. Even parity states. Comparison between experimental and calculated energies for the parent states and between ex-
perimental spectroscopic amplitudes and those obtained from model calculations. Calculated particle vibrator spectroscopic ampli-
tudes [first term in Eq. (4.23)], summed core amplitudes [second term in Eq. (4.23)], and total spectroscopic amplitudes shown

separately. We abbreviate 6(j,1J) as 6(jI).

E
J:,r (MeV) 0(_],0+) 9(S1/2,2+) 6(d3/2,2+) 0(d5/2,2+) 0(37/2,2+) 261
Exp 3% 000  047£0.02 —030+0.01 0.37+£0.08  —0.1773% 0.82
Th particle-vibration amplitude 0.00 0.47 —0.093 0.14 —0.02 0.03 0.25
core amplitude —0.32 0.40 —0.13 0.19
Total 0.47 —0.41 0.54 —0.15 0.24 0.75
Exp +7 031 039:002 —0.05%35% 0.31+0.01 0.25
Th particle-vibration amplitude 0.11 0.28 0.24 0.06 0.14
core amplitude 0.35 0.22
Total 0.28 0.59 0.28 0.51

In order to analyze the sensitivity of the theoretical re-
sults to the model parameters and with the idea of getting
the best possible fit to the experiments, several other cal-
culations were performed, besides the one just mentioned.
This study has revealed that the agreement between the
theoretical and measured energy spectra of the !3!Te nu-
cleus improves significantly only when the quasiparticle-
phonon scattering vertex is weakened rather drastically.
The results which will be immediately discussed corre-
spond to an effective scattering coupling constant

A=A, /2.5 .

Although the only convincing justification for such a pro-
cedure lies in the agreement with the experimental data, it
is worth noting that:

(i) When the above-mentioned QRPA values for A, and
A; are used in relation (4.20), with [3,=0.109 and
B3=0.050, we obtain for the macroscopic particle-
vibration coupling strength, respectively, (k) =70 and 90
MeV; both of these values are significantly larger than
those used in the previous theoretical studies of the odd-
mass nuclei in the 4 =130 mass region®2%21:2324 ((k ) be-
tween 30 and 50 MeV).

(ii) The QRPA treatment includes only one-phonon

states (or two quasiparticle states), while in the diagonali-
zation of the Hamiltonian H 44 we also included two and
three phonon states which are built up mainly from four
and six quasiparticles. It is a well-known fact that the
main effect the two and three phonons have on the low-
lying states of the coupled system is to increase the
particle-phonon strength. Consequently, the extension of
the collective subspace should be compensated with a di-
minution of the particle-phonon coupling constant.

V. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Figure 4 shows the calculated level scheme compared
with the experimental (d,p) work of Jolly?® and Graue
et al.?® The work of Jolly at 14.8 MeV had poor energy
resolution (~50 keV), while the work of Ref. 25 with 9
keV resolution at 7.5 MeV was essentially Coulomb strip-
ping with unreliable / values for weak states. Most levels,
calculated and observed, with Sg4p <0.01 are omitted from
the figure. There are large discrepancies between the two
(d,p) experiments as to observed levels, spectroscopic fac-
tors, and excitation energies. Still it is clear that while the
level scheme and spectroscopic factors, which in the QVC
model read!®

TABLE IV. Odd parity states. Comparison between experimental and calculated energies for the parent states and between exper-
imental spectroscopic amplitudes and those obtained from model calculations. Core amplitudes are negligible except for the 4, , or-

bital which has .= —0.10 on the 7 resonance.

E

JU MeV) 6,01 6(pi12,2%)  6(p3pn2%)  0(f5,2T) 0(f10,27) O(hep,2Y) B(hup,2Y) 36
Exp 7, 223 0.76%0.02 —0.33£0.01 —0.09%38f  —0.35+0.02 0.82
Th 222 0.67 —0.23 —0.04 —0.40 0.04 —0.10  0.67
Exp 3, 247 032+0.03 —0.18+0.02 —003*§$  —0.23+0.03 —0.31+0.02 0.28
Th 190 0.1 —0.03 —0.04 —0.14 —0.20 0.08
Exp 3, 253 053:0.01 —030+0.02 —0.30£0.02 —0.08*3%  —0.47+0.02 0.69
Th 233 050 —0.15 —0.26 —0.08 —0.53 0.63
Exp 3, 292 0.63+0.02 0.53+0.03  —0.54:+0.07 0.96
Th 2.68 040 0.52 —0.21 0.47




1/ 2

(n) 2K+1
Sj=|GU;" = i+l

b

2
(n)
Vi ZCpas
<

are globally reproduced, there are serious differences
which could not be resolved by any change of parameters
within the framework of the model employed. For exam-
ple, the calculated %1 state is too low in energy and has a
spectroscopic factor low by a factor of 2. Increasing the
3s,,, single particle energy causes the state to rise, but
further reduces the spectroscopic factor.

The 2.28 MeV - and 2.58 MeV 3 levels are well
reproduced in spectroscopic factors, but the calculated
level corresponding to the 2.51 MeV state appears 150
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FIG. 5. Comparison of experimental and calculated level
schemes. Columns (a) and (b) show energies, spins, and (d,p)
spectroscopic factors of Jolly (Ref. 25) and Graue et al. (Ref.
26), respectively. Column (c) shows calculated energies, spectro-
scopic factors, and spins of levels with S4;, >0.01 and column (d)
shows the largest wave function component for the calculated
states.
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keV low in energy. Increasing €., results in splitting of
the |2f5,,,0*;2 ) configuration spectroscopic strength
among a number of states. The 2.51 MeV (3 ) level has
no clearly identified counterpart among the calculated
states and we take the lowest energy calculated 5 level
for comparison of wave functions. We identify the lowest
calculated 5 state as corresponding to the 3.00 MeV
(37) state in 'Te.

Tables III and IV show the spectroscopic amplitudes
deduced from the experimental data together with those
from the model calculation. Errors are estimated from
the behavior of the partial widths in relation to X during
fitting. Uncertainties in single particle widths are not tak-
en into account. Figures 5 and 6 show the fits to the in-
elastic data together with the angular distributions
predicted by the calculation. There is an uncertainty of
perhaps 20% in the predicted cross sections because of
uncertainties in single particle widths and resonance total
widths.

The experimental and calculated spectroscopic ampli-
tudes on the 3 resonance are in excellent agreement in
both magnitude and sign. For the %+ resonance the cal-
culated elastic spectroscopic amplitude is a bit too small.
A really serious discrepancy is found in the amplitude
0(d; /2,2,+;%+). The measured value for this quantity in-
dicates that either both the particle-phonon and the core
contributions are small or that they interfere destructively
with each other. Theoretically, both amplitudes are large
and add coherently due to the fact that the factor

(n) yr(n) (n) 77(n)
U ™y pl

St/2 " €3/2 S12” %3
(n) (n)
Esm Eds/z fio,

which appears in the first term of Eq. (4.26b) is positive.

1.0 RS -]

r M ]

05 W ¢ T —

I~ 3/2* RES +‘

- T E gy < 8038 Mev :
zd

3 07 z

£ '°F E

: +‘\\_¢"\ j

,\C:‘; 0.5 - -]
b

© - -

- 1/2* RES -

o E b 8-346 Mev ¢ |

' 1 1 1 1 1 7]

30 90 150
® . (deg)

FIG. 6. Even parity states. Solid lines indicate fits to inelas-
tic angular distributions. Dotted lines are angular distributions
predicted by the calculation.
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FIG. 7. Odd parity states. Conventions same as for Fig. 6.

In order to invert this situation one of the conditions
( E(n) ) > ﬁ(l)z

St 43/2
or

(n) yy(n) (n)
Usl/ZU 43, st/zV dyp

should be fulfilled. However, we have not succeeded in
doing that with any reasonable model parametrization.
The amplitude 6(ds,,,2%, 5 ) is quite well reproduced by
the calculation.

For the negative parity states the overall agreement be-
tween measured and calculated spectroscopic amplitudes
is satlsfactory, the most pronounced misfit appears in the
2.47 MeV 5 level.

The theoretical differential cross sections are shown to-
gether with the experimental results in Figs. 6 and 7.
Most of the calculated curves show shapes comparable to
the experimental ones, particularly, at forward angles. As
was expected, the largest difference appears for the
resonance.

VI. SUMMARY

We have performed the analysis of elastic and inelastic
angular distributions of protons from *°Te on isobaric
analog resonances considering at the same time resonant
scattering and nonresonant scattering described by a cou-
pled channel matrix, and good fits were obtained. Furth-
ermore, it was demonstrated that the QRPA, with a mul-
tipole multipole force plus pairing, explains most of ob-
served scattering data. Keeping in view the simplicity of
the force, the agreement between the experiment and the
theory is surprisingly good, particularly for the high lying
resonances. The remaining discrepancies are probably due
to correlations and excitations not included in the ap-
proach employed here.
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