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Within the context of the impulse approximation we analyze the reaction u- +Li®—~H3+H3 +v
using the current-current theory of weak interactions and an a-d model of Li® fitted to the
binding energy and charge radius of Li®. The model is tested by considering the channel u-
+Lif— He® + v, Within the limitations of our stated approximations, total rates are estimated
for these two modes and the combined triton distribution given for the ditriton channel.

I. INTRODUCTION

We hope to exhibit some of the pertinent details
of the capture process

L+ LS H +H3 + v (1.1)

which is a channel interesting in connection with
a proposed experiment to measure the muon neu-
trino mass.! Discussion of the experimental as-
pects of muon capture in the above channel will be
reserved for another communication. We present
the analysis in a general form to facilitate its ap-
plication to any of the remaining channels.

Theoretical studies of muon-capture processes
in lithium are numerous,? though we are unaware
of any consideration of the ditriton final state.
Basically, an impulse approximation, in which the
capture is effected on a single proton, has been
coupled to weak-interaction theory to describe
muon-capture processes. Recourse is made in
this paper to these techniques using cluster mod-
els of the relevant nuclei for which pertinent mo-
mentum structures are exhibited. More particular-
ly, an a-d model of Li® is assumed in which trial
wave functions have been fitted to the lithium bind-
ing energy and charge radius using variational
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techniques.® The over-all validity of our model
within the limitations of our approximations can
be estimated roughly by comparison of predicted
rates with experimental rates. We chose the
He®-v channel for comparison, and found fair
agreement as seen in Sec. V.

The analysis proceeds in the following fashion.
In Sec. II we define the representation and me-
chanism of the capture process along with the
appropriate wave functions for the two-triton fi-
nal state, while Sec. III presents the parallel de-
velopment for the He®-v channel. Numerical re-

sults and conclusions are given in Secs. IV and V.

II. ANALYSIS OF THE H®-H®-v CHANNEL

A. Scattering Representation

In the process p~ +Li°~H*+H®+ v, the impulse
scattering in the a-d model of Li® occurs as fol-
lows:

3
p”+He'+d— (u”+P)+H*+ N, + P,
- (v+N;)+H*+ N, + P,
-~ v+H*+HE, (2.1)
and also,
W +d+He* = (u” +P,)+ N, + P, +H?
- (V+N,)+N,+P, +H?
~v+H3+HS. (2.2)

In Eq. (2.1), capture takes place on the « particle,
while in Eq. (2.2) capture is effected by the deu-
teron. The particles not contained in the brackets
are spectators. The five particles indicated in the
intermediate state provide a convenient momen-
tum basis for the amplitude, and the remaining
two variables, corresponding to the internal de-
grees of freedom of the spectator H?, labeled &,
¢,, are chosen in configuration space. The weak
current-current interaction operator H responsi-
ble for the process p~ + P- v+ N is given by

H= 5 [T, =70, ] [T ol =20 (0)], (2.3)

where G is the universal Fermi coupling constant; bus Y5 Yy, Yp are appropriate fields for p~, v, N, and
P; v v% vs, are the usual Dirac matrices; and X is the ratio of the axial-vector-to-vector coupling con-
stant, i.e., A=C,/C, with C, =G. The matrix element for the capture process takes the form in momen-

tum space

(VH®( p3)H®(q,) [H| Li® ™) = fdlsf)’dlst’dild§2< VHH® |p3& 1653 Pp D1 D35 D)

XCpypp b1 bs P3H 303010 ka,0{a; 4103 §1605 44y L 07) . (2.9)

In the above equation ( p; pp pi ps p4) refer to the Fourier three-momentum components of v, P, N,, N,, and
H? in the final state, while (c];’1 qy4q, 9,95) refer to the Fourier three-momentum components of =, N,, P,, P,,
and H? in the initial state.* In the state vectors, sets of variables associated with different particles are
separated by semicolons. The factored state vectors take the explicit form (where my=m,=m,; m; = jm,

and m; and g refer to Lif)

(VH p3YH3(q5) | P&, & o5 DEDT sy D) = 03Py = PHO*( b, = PO ( s = D3)s(E1y &) Duos (D] = 505 — 5P ) a(30p — 3DL)

(2.5)
and
(4l 41 938,653 @0 L ™) = 8P, = P, s (q;, - m—f—@Pi) dy-sal=Lal)
XYy (G4 + 505 = 595 = 34)0a( £y, E:)05(29 5 - 245) (2.6)
for
P;=q,+4qs, Pi=qi+qi+q;+qy+45; (2.7)

Pr=ps+qs+p,, Pi=p,+pi+p,+py+b;

and the spectator triton carrying momentum p, in the final state. The triton momenta p,, g, are not in-
dividually identifiable in the laboratory and consequently the observed triton distribution will be the super-
position of the two. Gaussian distributions are assumed for the internal states of the final tritons and the

initial o particles,® so that
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Ua(Ey, £5) = Nyexp[-F2(s&,° +5£,7)], 2.8)
o€y, &)= Ny exp[-a®(5 &% +3£.)],

while in the a-d model of Li®,
Vamg(q) = (2M)73F (c™3e~T/ 4% 4 yar3 e~/ 40%) |

a(q) = (gn)—a/zNz(a-ze-qz/e;az +2b —36‘412/4b2) ,

(2.9)

where §,., represents the interaction of the center of mass of the a particle with the center of mass of
the deuteron and q, b, ¢, d, y, 2z, N;, N,, F,, and N, are constants.® The remaining wave functions repre-
senting the P,-H3, u™-Li%, N,-(N,+P,), N,-P; (j=1,2) relative interactions are given by

Vy-3(q) = (211)_3/2Fse"2472/3a2 ,
by -11(q) = (2m)" 32N, 5%(q) ,
Py-2(9)= (211)'3/21?2@-3«2/4 82
by(q) = (2m)~32Q e~/ 8%

where a, 8, Fs; N,o, Fy, and @, are constants® and §y-,, dy-,, ¢, are obtained from the Gaussian triton
wave functions and ¢,_; from the (1S) p-atomic Coulomb wave functions by Fourier transformation. The
normalization factors and constants appear in Ref. 6.

(2.10)

B. Weak Interactions and Impulse Scattering

In the impulse model” only one scattering center at a time effects transitions in the system and conse-
quently the states of the spectators are changed. Applied to the matrix elements this means that for cap-
ture from the a particle

(bybp b1 D5 b3 Ha39501a 49, = %(a - p5)0°(a5— pp)0°(qs — psXpip)|Ha\a]) (2.11)
and, for capture from the deuteron,
(bybb b1 s b3 lH 039501959, = 0%(af - p3)0%(a] = pp)0°(qs — psXpi pylHglas) . (2.12)

Contracting the v, N}, 1, and P; and using the commutation relationships for appropriate creation and
annihilation operators, there results® (j=1,2),

My MMy,

G — ’ ’
<P1'P,$IH’C];1‘1]’> = (2”)_3ﬁ’7v (pl")—y "‘(1 - ys)uu(qﬁ )’MN(P1)')’a<1 - 7&’}’5)%9(‘]1’)( c, €N€P€u

1/2
) 6% pi+ b= a4,
(2.13)

where u, are Dirac spinors for particles o with the spin indices suppressed. Performing the intermediate
integrations in Eq. (2.4) by putting §’=p; =0 in the spinors and neglecting angular dependence,? and after
squaring, summing, and replacing spinor sums with their momentum projection operators,

- - G® 4
r= (277) de‘apu d3p3d3q3(2€y) lKa(psy q3, py)64(Pi - p3 - qs - pv)_E-LTL ’ (2-14)
where, for capture at rest (P;=0) in the low-energy limit, mymp/€xep=1,
LTL =2(m,mymp) ™ Try? (1= 78,7 (1 =y ), +m,) Try (1= Ay )by +my)y o1 = Nys)(Fhp+mp) (2.15)
we find for the coherent form factor

m

3
K( P3, 93, py)‘= 3 (m) N10N32N4N2F2F3F4[2Ka( b3, 93 py) +Kd(p3’ q3, py)] ’ (216)

where the a-particle and deuteron nuclear form factors are given by
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4V e (25) " 0> _(3¢,+3p, = b
K o Pas qS’Pu)=[<m) +Z(—m> ]exp(_séz _( 24’2!2 ) >
4c™2 8/2 44-2 3/2
. 4=\ 2 452 .
kit (%5 ) o () = (5505 ) o ()

IZC—Z 3/2 &E 12d—2 3/2 _j?_gf_ q 2 32
X[(Sa'z+96'2+3c'2> eXp<_4c2>+y<8a'2+96‘2+3d'2> exp<'4d2> X\ T2 " 2407)

(2.17)
In the laboratory frame,
P;=(m, +mg, 0)=(€;,0),
Ry =(my,0),  hy=(3-my,q;), hp=(d5+€, ~my & +D,), d5=(d5,85), Ps=(85,D,)- (2.18)
Evaluation of Eq. (2.15) yields
LTL =80mympm, ) (1= 1)%S,S, + (1 +1)2S,S, = (1 +X2)Symymp] (2.19)

with the definitions
Sy=hp Dy, Szzhu'hlﬂ SS:hP'hus Sy=hy by, Ss=hu by (2.20)
Evaluation of Eq. (2.14) follows in Sec. IV.

III. ANALYSIS OF THE He®-» CHANNEL
The process
™ +Li® - v+ He® (3.1)
can be envisioned in much the same was as the ditriton channel. Analogous to Eq. (2.4), we write
(vHe® |[H[Li* ™) = f d®q'dp'at,dé(vHe® [p] pp by Ps&1Exs by XDy Ps 1 Pp PIIH 1030591050, Xa),; 41058, 25 a5 [Li° 1)
(3.2)
with the initial state given in Eq. (2.6) and
(VHe® |p] pp ] Pi&rEas D) = 0° (P = PR Dy = D) Po(Eyy ) Pros(iD] = 583)PacalGp + 5P5 = 305~ 5PDX(205 = 2P3)

(3.3)
where the following wave functions describe the a-d, P;-H®, P;-N, and He® intrinsic states (j=1,2):
ba-a(q) = (ZW)-S/ZG:;e-sqz/Byz ’
2 2
Pr-3(q) = (2m)72Gye20 /3 (3.4)
Xo(q) = (2‘n)'3/2Gze'“2/72 ,
de(&y, £3) =N, exp[-v*(3 £, +%§12)] ’
with y, G,, G,, G,, and N; constants.® Performing the identical steps leading to Eq. (2.14) gives
GZ
T=(20)° [ @, @py(26,) 7 (p)0"P, - b= p) G LTL, (3.5)
where
LYL =2(mympm,) 1 [(1 = \Pt,ty + (14 X215ty = (14 X2)gmymp] (3.6)
T 3
Tp)=24( g ) NaNaNuGuGaNaFoFi[27 o p) + T o ], (3.7

and the a-particle and deuteron nuclear form factors are now given by
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)~ 3 3/2 8C-2 3/2 8d-—2
ol 0))= a2+y2> [<3y'z+2c'2 "N\ i2a

3/2 1 \372 1 \32 3p 2
)@Y (o) e (5).

30[2 3/2 a—z 3/2 b~2 3/2 20—2 3/2 2d—2 3/2 11py2
uo-(5:) |(Fam) o (=iam) ]Kv'mc-z) (= 5w) Jem (567 )

Furthermore,
L,=jp Dy,
ly =jp “Jus
13=Jp*Ju, (3.9)
L4=by *in;s
ls=by *Jy »
where
Jy =0my, 0),
Jw = (€5 = ms +my, +my, Bg) ,
jp=0mp,0), (3.10)
by =(€,,B,),
€5°=Ds + Ko
and [, D, designate the mass and momentum of

He®.

IV. RESULTS
A pm+Li® = B+ 4
Integrating Eq. (2.18), we obtain in the limit

m, — 0’10

= (Zw)'ﬁfd(cos 0)p2dp,q,2dg,

GZ
XWKZ(%, q)(€, + g3+ P} - €;)
X[(1=X)2S,S, + (1+1)2S,S, = (1 +22)my mpSs] ,

(4.1

where €, = ({,%+ D, + 24, * Dy)'/3, 4, * Py =cos and

Sy =€, (43— m,) +35* +3, *Ps

S, =my, (g3 -my),

Sy=my(q3+€, -m,), (4.2)

Ss=€,(q3=my) +Gs” +35 Dy,

Ss=e,,mu.
From Eq. (4.1), we obtain for x=1.18

I'=6.401 %102 sec™?!. (4.3)

Before we may take this to be a number relevant
in the laboratory, it is necessary to point out that
the effects of Pauli exclusion have not been includ-
ed. We estimate that an over-all factor of  is

(3.8)

required to account for this effect, based on the
analysis of Primakoff.’! The estimate which we
obtain, therefore, is

T'(Li®*~H%+H?) =1.60x10% sec™?!, (4.4)

neglecting final-state interactions of the tritons.
We are pursuing this question and hope to include
this effect through parametrization of the #-¢ in-
teraction as a scattering length. This final-state
interaction could further inhibit this channel. With
these caveats, the sum of the “capture” and “spec-
tator” triton kinetic energy (7) distributions is
given in Fig. 1, and is obtained from Eq. (4.1):

ar_m, dl' m, dT'
dT  p, dp, a5 dqs°

The curve has been arbitrarily normalized in the
figure. As mentioned in Sec. I, the experimental
significance of these quantities will be discussed
elsewhere. Before the experiment is performed,
however, the relative validity of the analysis can
be gauged by comparing the calculated and experi-
mental rates for the He®- v channel.

(4.5)

B. u~+Li® = He® +»

From Eq. (3.9) there results, in the same m,
~ 0 limit,

32+

®
+

6 8 10 12
T (MeV)

FIG. 1. Triton kinetic energy distribution.
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X[(1= APt ty + (14 N2yt = (L + X2 mympls |
(4.6)
with the neutrino energy
and,
t,=my€,,
ty =m, (€5 — Mg +m1, +my)
ly=mymy , (4.8)

— 2
L= €q(€g —mg +my, +my)+€2,
ls=m, €.

The impulse capture from the deuteron is quite
significant for this channel, and we obtain from
Eq. (4.6)

I'=5.92x10°% sec™!. (4.9)

Estimating the suppression due to Pauli exclusion
in Li® as before gives

T'(Li®~ He®) =~ 1.48 X 10° sec™!, (4.10)

which can be compared with the experimental
value’?

T o (Li° ~ He®?) =1.6029:33% 10° sec™". (4.11)

V. CONCLUSIONS

We have estimated within the context of the im-
pulse approximation the total rate and differential

| o

triton energy distribution for the capture from
rest to the ditriton channel

po+ L%~ p+HE+ H? (5.1)

using the a~d model of Li® with Gaussian wave
functions. As a check on the model and our cal-
culational procedure, we have investigated the
channel.

o +Li®~ v+ He®. (5.2)

The total rate for this reaction as calculated
agrees roughly with the experimental number and
we are encouraged to believe our estimate of the
total rate for the ditriton capture channel within
the limitations of our approximations.
Refinements in the calculation can be effected in
various ways. We plan to include the exact calcu-
lation of the suppressive effect of Pauli exclusion
by complete antisymmetrization of the initial- and
final-state wave functions. We are also investigat-
ing the effect of using other wave functions, since
the Gaussian wave function used may significantly
underestimate the high-momentum components
which affect the occurrence of high-energy triton
events. The effects of final-state interactions be-
tween the tritons, as mentioned earlier, will be
included by means of a {-{ scattering length.
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Ny= 7r'3/4[(2a)—3 + 22((12 +b2)~3/2 +22(2b)_3] =1/2,3/2 ,

2 \3/2 b \372 NN
v(B) s we(zm) s ve(Fm)
97 \I/2 PN
N1o=<,rq0'3> 2m?, Q'f('é?) N3,
3 3/2 8T 3/2
m=(53) me(5)

Fy=134(20) ™% + 2y (? +a) =Y/ + y2(2d) =) 12032 |

3 3/2 8T 3/2
a(zp) + e(3%)

a=60 MeV, @,=0.84x10"%m, a=146 MeV,
b=128 MeV, 2z=1.03, B =155 MeV,
c=56 MeV, y=-2.42, y=128 MeV .
d=156 MeV,

Furthermore, we use

A=1.18, Gmp?=1.02x107°,

"For a discussion of the impulse model, see G.F.Chew

and G. C. Wick, Phys. Rev. 85, 636 (1952); M. Gell-
Mann and M. L. Goldberger, Phys. Rev. 91, 398 (1953);
G. F. Chew and M. L. Goldberger, Phys. Rev. 87, 788
(1952); see also Ref. 5.

8The fields y(x) are expanded in plane waves via

1/2 )
P(x) =(2Tl’)_3/2fd3k (%) Z} a(")(k)u(r)(k)euz-x

r=12

+ 0O (kY O (R)e* ",

IN THE DITRITON CHANNEL 2185

where ¥ refers to the spin indices, u(2) and v (k) are
Dirac spinors for particle and antiparticle, and the
creation and annihilation operators a’ s b" and a,b satisfy
the anticommunication relations

{a®(k),a® @)= 06,6k —q) ,
{6D(®), 0 (@)} =6,,6%(k —q) ,
{6M(R),a® (@t =1MT(R),a)g)}=0,
{5D®),a® @ =16 () ,a® (@)} =0 .

The operators a,a’ refer to particles, and 5,57 to anti-
particles, and K +m?=¢?. The text supresses the spin
indices 7,s for simplicity.

%In the integration, we let

fe-(k—w)zdiik —_ 47|'e—p2'f€—k2k2dk

as a good approximation. Putting §;=p|=0 in the spinors
allows us to integrate over the momentum wave functions
directly.

10The integration is easily done in the limit m,— 0.
Since for capture at rest,

[B, | = B3 +8s| = (B 52 +44° +2|psllgs| cose)i=¢, .

The integration over the energy 6 function is simply
accomplished through the transformation.

Uy, Primakoff, Phys. Rev. 31, 802 (1959).

123, p. Deutsche, L. Grenacs, P.Igo-Kemenes, P, Lip-
nik, and P, C. Macq, Phys. Letters 26B, 315 (1968).
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Differential cross sections for Li®" +Li%7 and Li®"+ Be® nuclear reactions leading to low-
lying residual-nucleus states have been measured over the energy range from 4-14 MeV, In
the Li"(Li", o)Be!'%3.37) case, the energy range was extended to 2.1 and 21 MeV. Striking en-
hancement and weakening of cross sections for formation of the 0,72-MeV state in B!? can be
attributed to cluster structure of lithium nuclei. Resonance-like peaks are observed in some
yields. Their general character is consistent with an extended-structure interpretation of the

reaction mechanism,

I. INTRODUCTION

Lithium-induced nuclear reactions could yield
useful information about nuclear structure if the
reaction mechanisms were well understood.! Un-
fortunately, this is not the case. At energies well
below and well above the Coulomb barrier these
reactions have been interpreted as primarily di-
rect reactions.?® Near the barrier the situation

is unclear. An example of this is afforded by the
results of Synder and Waggoner for the Li” + Be®
reaction near 6 MeV.* Integrated cross sections
for nearly all reaction channels studied showed a
close proportionality to 2J+ 1, where J is the
spin of a particular residual state; this is in
agreement with a compound-nucleus mechanism.®
However, cross sections were obtained from an-
gular distributions which showed strong asym-



