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A microscopic study of the 2H(d,y)*He reaction with deuteron and ‘*He bound state wave func-
tions which include the D-state components is presented. Cross section and tensor analyzing
powers are calculated for deuteron energies between 1 and 15 MeV. Deuteron D-state effects are
found to be particularly important in the transition amplitude arising from the 3S, scattering state.
A detailed comparison between cluster and microscopic calculations is presented. Using an
effective two-body model the analysis of 4, data, in the energy range 1 <E4 <15 MeV, gives for
the asymptotic D /S state ratio in *He the value p= —0.18.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the last few years there has been an increased in-
terest in the experimental and theoretical study of the
2H(d,y )*He reaction. Measurements of cross section and
polarization observables have been carried out for deute-
ron energies ranging from 50 keV to 95 MeV.! =% At very
low energies the radiative fusion of two deuterons is a
process that may be of significant importance in astro-
physics, since it may have an effect on the predicted
abundances of the very light elements in the Universe.’
Detailed knowledge of this reaction is also significant in
view of the possible applications in fusion research.® The
2H(d,y )*He reaction can also be used as a tool to study
the structure of the *He, particularly its D-state com-
ponent which is generated by the tensor force term of the
N-N interaction.

An important aspect of the mechanism of this capture
reaction is that the identity of the two deuterons in the
entrance channel restricts the scattering states '/, to
those where ! and s have the same parity. For elec-
tromagnetic multipoles with L <2 the allowed transitions
are’ (E1;3P,)), (M1;°D,), (E2;'D,), (E2;°S,), (E2;°D,),
(E2;°G,), (M2;’P,), and (M2;F,). Considerations
based on isospin conservation indicate that the E2 cap-
ture is expected to be dominant. Assuming a direct cap-
ture model for the reaction, we have shown® that both the
tensor analyzing powers (TAP), and the cross section
o(0) at very low energies are sensitive to the a-particle D
state. In this cluster approximation, characterized by a
point deuteron model for the electromagnetic operator,
the structure of the deuterons and of the “He come into
the transition amplitudes only through the overlap
(3652 | ¢°), which contains both S and D-state com-
ponents in r, the separation coordinate of the two deute-
rons in *He. Since the E2 operator is proportional to r2,
the calculated amplitudes probe the asymptotic region of
the wave functions. A strong sensitivity to p—the D /S
state ratio in the d + d configuration of “He—was conse-
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quently observed in the TAP for 2 MeV<E, ;<15 MeV,
and in the cross section for E; <2 MeV.? It was then
suggested that the reaction could be used in an empirical
way of determining p through measurements of o(8), or
through measurements of A4,,. The latter observable is
preferred since it is the TAP which is less dependent on
the initial state interactions. However, the analysis of
0(0) and 4, data suggests different values for p, —0.2,
and —O0.1, respectively. This discrepancy can be inter-
preted as an indication that the reaction mechanism is
more complicated than the simple direct radiative cap-
ture model that was initially proposed. It should be em-
phasized that the values of the *“He D-state probability,
Pp, inferred from the comparison between theoretical
calculations and experimental data is more model depen-
dent than p, since the capture reaction at low energy is
very sensitive to the asymptotic region of the bound state
wave function.

In recent theoretical’ and experimental'® work, mul-
tipoles other than E2 were considered. The effect of the
inclusion of E1, M1, and M2 was studied in the analyzing
powers. Clear evidence was found for the admixture of
an odd parity multipole, either E1 (where the contribu-
tion arises from the spin dependent part of the operator)
or M2. Nevertheless, it remains unclear which mul-
tipoles account for the data. While the E1 and M2 tran-
sitions are crucially important to explain the Ay data, it
was shown that they have only minor effects in the cross
section and in the tensor analyzing powers. This is a
consequence of angular momentum selection rules and
can be understood as follows: (i) No spin tensors of rank
one can be constructed from the interference of the dom-
inant E2 amplitude—(E2;'D,)—and the remaining E2
amplitudes (E2;°S,), (E2;°D,), and (E2;°G,). There-
fore, the normally most important interference terms do
not contribute to 4,. (ii) No spin tensors of rank zero or
two can arise from the interference of E1 or M2 with the
dominant E2 transition—(E 2;'D2). Thus, these interfer-
ence terms do not contribute to either the cross section or
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the TAP. The E1 and M2 multipoles can also play an im-
portant role whenever the (E2;'D,) contribution be-
comes very small. This occurs for instance in the angular
distribution of all the observables in the region close to
O=m/2.

Our main objective in the present paper is to analyze
the 2H(d,y )*He reaction from a microscopic point of view
using *“He and deuteron bound state wave functions
which include both the S- and D-state components. We
will restrict our study to the contribution of the E2 mul-
tipole to the cross section and TAP.

In Sec. II we describe the full microscopic E2 operator
and its matrix elements. Section III deals with an analyt-
ical method used to calculate the E2 matrix elements be-
tween states expanded in an harmonic oscillator basis.

II. FORMALISM

In first order perturbation theory the interaction Ham-
iltonian for the emission of a photon with momentum k
and polarization €, is given in the notation of Rose and
Brink!! by the expression

H k,e))=— 3 n"T}h(mDf, (R)*, (1)
IMm

where 7=0 and 1 correspond to electric and magnetic
operators, respectively, R is a rotation taking the z axis
into the direction of k. We use the Madison convention
coordinate system where the z axis is along the momen-
tum p of the incident particle and the y axis is along
pXk. The T}, () are multipole operators of rank L and
are given by sums over all nucleons of one body operators
Qrms Qraes My, My, defined in Ref. 11. We have

TLM(O)zaL(O)z[QLM(rj)—{'_Ql’,M(rj)] , (2)
J

TLM(1)=aL(1)2[MLM(r])+MII.M(rJ)] 5 (3)
J

where r; is the position of the jth nucleon relative to the
center of mass (c.m.) of the system and

(ik)E L +1 172
2 O=0r —on | "2z ’ “@

In the long wavelength approximation (LWA), we have
J

(rpstogr | BHU ) =A S, (Imso | TM) [ dy(r13)84(120) FOy(x)

mo

-with

[8a(r13)84(r2) 7= 3 (10131024 | 50)dg (113)g (1) ,

913924

where ¢g" (r;j) are the deuteron wave functions. The ra-
dial wave functions ¥ (r), which describe the relative
motion of the two deuterons, were generated as in Ref. 1
assuming a two body scattering determined by separable
potentials constrained to give the energy dependence of
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2L +1

i
Quu(r;)=—2e;pin7-

(6)

where ¢;=1[1+4T7,(j)] and V; and p; are gradient and
linear momentum operators for nucleon j, py is the nu-
cleon magneton, and T,(j) is the z component of the iso-
spin operator related to the jth particle. The spin depen-
dent part of T;,,(0), Q;p is known to be negligible in
this long wave length limit!' and therefore we only con-
sider the dominant part Q;,, which can be simplified to
172

4m ejerY}:M(?j) , D

2L +1

J

where e is the elementary charge. Meson exchange
currents are taken into account for the electric transitions
within the LWA (Siegert’s theorem).

We use a system of Jacobian coordinates defined by

r3=(r,—1;)/V2,
ry=(r,—1,)/V2, (8)
r=[(r|+r3)—(r2+l‘4)]/2 N

where 1,2 and 3,4 stand for pairs of identical particles.
Since only the isoscalar part of the multipole operator
contributes, for the E2 transition Eq. (7) can be written in
a convenient notation as

TH(0)=EY} +ENJ+EGY , )

where

172
Ely =a,(0)e -A'gﬁ—} 1r2y3(®),

172
4 A
El3=a,(0)e —5’1 LY (Gy) , (10)
4 1/2
Egﬁ‘}]:az(o)e —Si %7%4Y;M(?24) .

Neglecting!? the coupling between channels with different
I and s the scattering state is given by

(11a)

(11b)

the phase shifts obtained by Chwieroth, Tang, and
Thompson using the resonating group method.!® This
effective two-body model does not include the coupling to
other partitions of the four-body system, and therefore
does not satisfy the four-body unitarity. Coulomb effects
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were estimated as in Ref. 1 using an energy dependent B =(0||T5|’S,)=B1+B2+B3, (14a)
Coulomb transmission factor. Since the distortion is very .
weak in the °G, channel, we describe the y,,(r) wave  With
function by a simple Coulomb function with /=4. InEq.  pgj_ (3 Dol|ELY|’S,)
(11) A is the full antisymmetrization operator.

In order to study the sensitivity of the matrix elements \/15
to the description of the bound state using different wave "N Y. f U3 (ripoy(rirdr , (14b)
functions, we carried out three microscopic calculations
where the deuterons and alpha particles were represented gy — (5 D, || E£l3] +EP|’s,)
differently. In calculation (1) we used for the deuterons
harmonic oscillator functions for the S and D states,
which reproduce the rms radius of 1.96 fm, and with a ‘/20
D-state probability that was varied between 4 and 7 %.
For the alpha particle S state we also used a Gaussian (1 13] 24] (5
wave function fitted to the rms radius of 1.42 fm. The al- B3=(1s,|1E} +E} I1°S2)
pha particle D state |¥2) was generated in a perturba-
tive way from the S state | ¢ ) and is given as'* =(3) meO (riop(riridr (14d)

| Y2) =N+ P2) V1 V4 | yS) (12) ¢ =(0|T5|°D,)=Cl+C2, (15a)

where P!? is the exchange operator. To describe V7], with
the tensor interaction between nucleons i and j, we used :

the tensor part of one-pion exchange (OPE) interaction C1=(’Dy||E Er]IPDz)
with the cutoff of Ref. 15 which corresponds to a 7NN

[LF3(N+1GE(NW(rridr ,  (140)

form factor. The normalization N was fixed under the =_ —(2‘/—15_) f U3 (ry(rirtdr , (15b)
condition that the overlap function gives the same *He 167v'14
D, parameter as Schiavilla et al.'® corresponding to the s 13] Salus
Argonne (D,=—0.16 fm?) and Urbana (D,=—0.24 C2=( D0||E£ +EPY|°D, )
fm?) interactions.
In calculation (2) we improved the description of the =—N—=r f G3 (Nyy(rir¥dr (15¢)
deuterons using the wave function of Reid soft core (SC) 2‘/14
(Ref. 17) while keeping the same wave function for the al- ( s
pha particle. Finally, in calculation (3), we improved the D =(0|T7 |°G;)=D1+D2, (162)
description of the bound state of the a particle using an ;¢
exponentlal wave function ¢,=N_exp[ —BE]/§, with
E=(r};+ri +r?). The free parameter 8 ‘was deter- D1={°D,||E}|*G,)
mined by the condition that the overlap {5k | ¢ ) _
has the correct asymptotic behavior. - 9‘/15_ f 5 (P (r)rtdr (16b)
In all the calculations we neglect the second order 40mV'14 42 ’
effects corresponding to the terms involving simultane- s 1] 241115
ously the D-state components of the a particle and the D2=(’Dy||E{P1+Ef 1°G,)
deuterons. In this framework the E2 reduced matrix ele-
ments of Eq. (7) are given by =N 3/‘/6 fG4 Pl r)ridr (16¢)
4V'357 |
A4 =(0||IT{ [|'D,) = (S| EY||'D,) .
In these expressions Uy(r), U,(r), Hy(r), and Fy(r) are,
\/15 f US (Néylrirdr , (13)  respectively, the radial part of the overlaps (17), (18), (19),
and (20)
|
o -0 A
(rlgadal” [¥2) = 3 (loyloylso)i (=) "8, _, UgnYy(?), (17)
713924
(r[¢gdal? | PAVERI VP gy = 3 (lo3loy,] sa)z (=) TIB02M 0y, | 1—013)Uppp(1) (18a)
913%24
with
UZM'(r)=U2(r)Y2M'(?) ’ (18b)
172
(Ladal” | (ESI+ERID 950 =8us8y0 |23 | HolrYoo(®), (19
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(r[¢g041°° | (EVI+ERHVISIL VP i) = 3 (10131024|s0)2 F e — )'""”(2M'1az4|1—013)F0(r)ym<?).

913%24
(20)

The functions Gy(r), G,(r), and G4(r) are, respectively, the radial functions of the L=0, L=2, and L =4 components of
the overlap

(rdgda)° | LEVI+EGHP VI L VD] | gi) = 3 (10131024|s0)2-2-(—-)1 "BQ2M' 10,4 1—0,)GMM (1) ,
913%24
(21a)
with

G"™(r)= 3 (—)M2—M'LM | 2M')(20LO | 20)GL(r)Y 1y (%) . (21b)
LM,

The overlaps that involve the exchange operator P'2, corresponding to Egs. (18) and (21), were evaluated with the
help of the graphical rules of Ref. 18 and are briefly outlined in the next section.

III. THE P!> TYPE MATRIX ELEMENTS

Let us consider Egs. (18) that defines the function U,,.(r). Dropping the spin dependence, this overlap can be
represented geometrically by the diagram

q)dE \ /;‘VT(H .
i, +(insertion of 12450 (22)
2
Pa Y S—
[
Expanding V}¥1y, and ¢, in an harmonic oscillator basis: wave function;
[V 130240) Taag Uom D)= 3ty $n 2 (1) (25)
3
= E CrE"Jrll'n'¢n ZM(r’J )¢n OO(rkI )¢n 00(!') (23) where
ninn
up, =uf 4 ul2 (26)
balry)= X d, &, 00(1;;) (24)

Figure 1 represents the general diagram involved in the
calculation of the contribution to u, arising from the

one can apply directly the graphical rules to Eq. (22) and  first term in Eq. (22) which corresponds to the v}
get the coefficients Up, of the spectral decomposition of operator, identified as uB n,n,ny,n'insnY). In the no-

n;

U,p(r) in terms of ¢,,32M,(r), the harmonic oscillator  tation [n;l;m;], n; is the radial excitation and /;m; the an-

n ) V[”]
[n,00] Pt ma] [ 2M] Yy
Bq(r13) ~o - - = ® "3
NSO ///
N~ -
N~ >~ 7
n,00 -TN_ 0T~ n%hoo ¢
Qg (124) (n200] “w - - - S - - =T (rz00] 24 )P
~ e S -
7 S~ N
S
Relative [ny2M] L RN [ns00]
3 - S, 3 r

motion

FIG. 1. General diagramatic representation of the coefficient Up, associated with the first term of Eq. (22). The absence of the P;;
propagator is due to the fact that the matrix element [ P'?],; is zero.
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gular excitations associated with the expansions in the
harmonic oscillator basis. The propagators (dashed lines)
also carry excitations, [n;;/;;m,;] only shown in the figure
for the P, propagator. Conservation of harmonic oscil-
lator energy (2n +1/) and angular momenta selection rules
are assumed in each vertex, and a sum is worked out for
all the intermediate states compatible with such con-
straints. Each propagator P;; is proportional to

Py PR 27
where [Plz],-j is the ij matrix element of the exchange
operator in the system of Jacobian coordinates. The u,E;3 ]

coefficient is then given by

(131 _ [13] 11y ol13]

up = > u (n1n2n3,n1n2n3)Cn,ln,2n,3d,, d,, .
mny
’ ’ ’
mynany

(28)

The u,Ei‘” results from equivalent diagrams, as in Fig. 1,

corresponding to the insertion of the V;-Z‘” operator,
which represents the second term of Eq. (22).

The calculation of G*™'(r) defined in Eq. (21) is per-
formed using the same procedure with the further in-
clusion of the E}{f] operator in the deuteron lines. Hence,
the expansion of E}{)¢S in an harmonic oscillator basis is
also required. As in the previous case, the graphical rules
provide the coefficients of the decomposition of GMM'(r)
in the harmonic oscillator basis:
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Eq=10MeV

G"™(r)= 3 (QM'LM;|2—M)

nyLM;

X (20L0O | 20)g,,3L¢,,3LML(r) 5 (29)

where the Clebsh-Gordon coefficients appear due to the
presence of the E,,, operator which also carries an orbit-
al angular momentum.

It should be stressed, that although the harmonic oscil-
lator basis expansions

(n;00 | ¢§)§<’1i2M | E2M¢§)
and
(n,2M’ n,00 n;00 | V%)

can display a rather slow convergence, the compact
structure of P!? enforces a rapidly converging series for
both U,(r) and G (r).

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The amplitude A4 corresponding to the transition from
the 'D, scattering state is formally the same in cluster
and microscopic calculations, since we neglected the
second order terms that arise from the interference be-
tween the D-state components in the deuteron and *He
wave functions. The cluster components of the other am-
plitudes correspond to the EL part of the E2 operator
and were identified as B1, C1, and D1 in Sec. II, while the

Ayy 1 T T T T

04}

(a

0.3

0.21

0.1

1 1

-01F

=-024fm?

D,

30 60 90 120 150
oc'm(deg)

30 60 90 120 150
6 deq)

FIG. 2. Calculated tensor analyzing power 4,, (6) for H(d,y )*He reaction at E; =10 MeV. The curves (1), (2), and (3) are the re-
sult of microscopic calculation explained in the text. Curve (4) is a cluster calculation from Ref. 8. The data are from Ref. 10.



microscopic components arising from EL'3) and E**

were identified as B2, B3, C2, and D2. The present calcu-
lations of the various contributions to the different E2
amplitudes were performed for deuteron energies be-
tween 1 and 15 MeV.

The microscopic effects in the amplitudes B, C, and D
are very different. In the C amplitude the microscopic
component expressed by the C2 term in Eq. (18) is of the
order of 20% of the cluster component C1, while in the D
amplitude this effect is of the order of 1%. The latter
effect is a negligible correction because it arises from
second order terms. The largest microscopic corrections
are found in the B amplitude. In B there is a contribu-
tion from the °S,—!S, transition which is generated
from the interference between the deuteron D state and
“He S state. This contribution, which corresponds to the
B3 term defined in Eq. (14), is an S wave capture and
therefore tends to become more important as the deute-
ron incident energy decreases. The effect of the deuteron
D state is consequently enhanced at low energies. The
other new contribution to B, namely B2, arises from a
5S,—3D, transition. The components of the *D, wave
function which contribute in each case are about the
same order of magnitude, and consequently Bl and B2
are equally important in B. We find a strong destructive
interference between the °S, — 'S, and S, —°D, transi-
tions. Furthermore, due to large microscopic effects on
the B amplitude, the quantity Re(B/A) is not propor-
tional to p.

The calculated amplitudes 4,B,C, D, including the mi-
croscopic contributions, were used to obtain angular dis-
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tributions of the cross section and polarization observ-
ables. In Fig. 2 we show 4,, as a function of c.m. angle
for an energy of 10 MeV. The dashed lines correspond to
the use of harmonic oscillator wave functions for the
deuterons and of a Gaussian function for the *He, and are
referred as (1); the dash-dotted lines correspond to the
use of the Reid soft core wave function for the deuterons
and a Gaussian wave function for the *He, and are re-
ferred to as (2); the solid lines correspond to the use of
the Reid soft core wave function for the deuteron and an
exponential wave function for the “*He and are referred to
as (3). Figure 2(b) also shows the result of a cluster calcu-
lation from Ref. 8 performed with the Schiavilla wave
function,'® which is represented by the dotted line and re-
ferred to as (4). In the angular regions close to 0=m/4
and 6=37/4, A, is approximately independent of B and
proportional to Re(C/ A).” The analysis of experimental

» data is therefore particularly suitable for the deter-
mination of p.

The inclusion of microscopic terms tends to lower the
predicted value of 4,,, as it can be seen by the compar-
ison of curves (3) and (4) in Fig. 2(b). This is a conse-
quence of a destructive interference between the terms C1
and C2, which is analogous to that observed in the B am-
plitude. Consequently we conclude that the value of p ex-
tracted from cluster calculations is overestimated by
about 20%. At 6=m/2 we find that 4,, depends strong-
ly on B, and therefore the predictions are very sensitive
to the bound state wave functions used in the calcula-
tions. This sensitivity can be interpreted as a conse-
quence of the node in the S, scattering state wave func-

Eg=12MeV

(@)

a(60)/Aq

—
D
(8))

T
~
-
~
-

05

D2 01efm2

. . : \
10} [/ - \ -

I T ! T T

(b)

1 1

30 60 90 120 150
'(deg)

FIG. 3. Calculated differential cross section o () for the *H(d,y )*He reaction at E 4 =

asin Fig. 3 (4o=0,/4m).

30 60 90 120 150

'(deg)

1.2 MeV. The curves have the same meaning
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FIG. 4. Calculated tensor analyzing power A4,, for the reac-
tion ?H(d,y)*He for 0, ,, =130° as a function of energy. The
data were obtained in Tunl (®) and Wisconsin ( X ) and are from
Ref. 21. The curves is a result of calculation (3) described in the
text corresponding to D, = —0.16 fm?.

tion, which in our model is associated with the strong
Pauli repulsion. Even for a correct B amplitude, one can-
not extract very meaningful information from 4,, at
0=1/2 because the influence of multipoles other than E2
is of crucial importance in this angular region. The small
asymmetries observed in the angular distribution of 4,
are associated with contributions from odd parity mul-
tipoles.

The sensitivity of the B amplitude to the use of
different bound state wave functions can also be observed
in Fig. 3 which shows the angular distribution of the
cross section o(8) for E;=1.2 MeV. The curves have
the same meaning as in Fig. 2 and correspond to the
three calculations mentioned. At this energy the cross
section is almost entirely determined by the 4 and B am-
plitudes, and the comparison between experimental
values and theoretical predictions of the ratio
R =o0(m/4)/0(m/2) can provide information on the ra-
tio | 4 |/|B|. At lower energies, below 0.3 MeV, the
transition from the !D, state tends to be inhibited® and
the cross section becomes just a function of the B ampli-
tude. The cluster description is then totally inadequate
to describe the reaction and should not be used, even
with the purpose of a qualitative discussion.!” At these
very low energies the description of the scattering state
should account correctly for the Coulomb interaction
since the use of penetration factors is no more a good ap-
proximation. Recently Assenbaum and Langanke,?® con-
sidering spherical deuterons, estimated the D-state ad-
mixture in *He from a comparison between the results of
a microscopic variational calculation and experimental
data of g(6), for energies E4; <0.3 MeV. One should be
aware that in this energy region to neglect the D state of
the deuteron, and therefore the >S, — 'S, transition, is a
serious flaw in the extraction of reliable information
about the “He D state.

In Fig. 4 we show the energy dependence of 4,, for
6=130°. The curve is a result of calculation (3) described
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30 60 90 120 150
ecm(deg)

FIG. 5. Calculated tensor analyzing power T,, (6) for
2H(d,y )*He reaction at E;=9.7 MeV. The dash, dash-dotted,
and solid curves have the same meaning as in Fig. 3. The dotted
line is a result of cluster calculation with a “He wave function of
Ref. 16 corresponding to the Urbana interaction with
D, = —0.24 fm%. The data are from Ref. 12.

above, which is expected to be the most realistic since it
ensures the good asymptotic behavior of the overlap
functions. This calculation corresponds to a value of
D,=—0.16 fm? and therefore using the asymptotic ap-
proximation?? p=D,a? (where a is the separation energy
wave number) we obtain p= —0.18.

The present calculations do not yet provide a satisfac-
tory explanation for T,,. This can be seen in Fig. 5
where the angular distribution of T, for the various cal-
culations described in the text are shown. This is again a
signature of the importance of the B amplitude which is
absent, in first order, in A4 yy+

Recently Piekarewicz et al.”’ obtained p~ —0.40 from
a fit to cross section data at c.m. energies below 3 MeV,
using a model where the scattering states as well as the
components of the ground state of *He are assumed to be
products of internal deuteron wave functions and a func-
tion of the relative motion. The effects of the deuteron D
state were included through the quadrupole moment.
However, we find that in order to account for these
effects in the S, —!S, transition, it is necessary to use a
microscopic description with a realistic deuteron wave
function. The very low value obtained for p in Ref. 23 is
probably a consequence of the approximations involved
in the inclusion of deuteron D-state effects.

The present results indicate clearly that microscopic
calculations including deuteron D-state effects with a
realistic deuteron wave function are essential to describe
the transition from the S, scattering state. For a com-
plete understanding of the mechanism of this reaction, a
more consistent description of both scattering and bound
state, satisfying four-body unitarity is required. Calcula-
tions including E1, M1, and M2 are in progress and will
be reported elsewhere.
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