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The occurrence of orbiting and fusion-fission processes observed experimentally in some light and
medium-light heavy-ion collisions at incident energies well above the Coulomb barrier is discussed
in the framework of a number of available open channels calculation. The fusion-fission mechanism
appears to be less competitive in systems for which the available phase space for the highest partial
waves is restricted to a few exit channels where dinuclear configurations can survive through orbiting
trajectories. The coexistence of quasimolecular resonances, orbiting mechanisms, and the fusion-
fission process for medium-light dinuclei is also briefly discussed.

PACS number(s): 25.70.—z, 24.10.—i, 24.30.—v, 24.60.—k

I. INTRODUCTION

It has been recently well established [1-7] that in a
large body of available experimental data on fully energy-
damped fragments produced in medium-light nuclear sys-
tems (in the 40< A < 60 mass region), the fusion-fission
(FF) process has to be taken into account when explor-
ing the limitations of the complete fusion (CF) process at
large angular momenta. The competition and the differ-
ences between the FF [1-7], orbiting [8-15], and heavy-
ion resonance [16-20] reaction mechanisms, all occurring
for the near-grazing partial waves, are still currently un-
der investigation and a global understanding of the prop-
erties of these phenomena is needed. At energies close
to the Coulomb barrier the incoming angular momenta
are low enough that light particles (n, p, and «) evapo-
rated from the compound system can easily carry away
these angular momenta. However, for higher bombard-
ing energies, the grazing angular momentum increases at
a faster rate than it can be dissipated by evaporation
of light particles. The fusion-evaporation decay of the
formed compound nucleus (CN) becomes less and less
effective for the near-grazing partial waves and the din-
ucleus is progressively forced to proceed prior to fusion
through binary reactions such as quasielastic and deep in-
elastic scatterings or FF channels after fusion. The yields
from these different channels come from a very interest-
ing region of the reaction phase space, as they result from
more peripheral collisions with eventually significant en-
ergy and angular momentum dampings. The CF cross
sections, corresponding to the lowest partial waves of the
head-on collisions, show the bending or the saturation
in the excitation functions which is observed in the ex-
perimental CF data at high incident energies [21]. This
general behavior is well described in terms of entrance
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channel effects by the assumption of the critical distance
[22] or in terms of a CN limitation itself by the assump-
tion of the statistical yrast line [23]. In this CF satura-
tion region where a substantial fraction of the incident
flux breaks up into two massive fragments, quasimolecu-
lar resonances have been found to coexist in some specific
reaction channels [16-20]. The concept of a “molecular
resonance region,” with small CN level density, efficient
in selected light heavy-ion systems and linked to their
weak absorption, as first shown by the Frankfurt group
[24], has been also successfully discussed in the frame-
work of the number of open channels (NOC) calculations
[25,26]. This model offered a systematic understanding
for the existence of surface transparency and for the ob-
servation of resonances among various combinations of
light heavy ions. Deep inelastic orbiting mechanisms in
more massive systems similarly require weak absorption
and few available open channels in contrast to the FF
process for which the incident flux is much more statis-
tically spread among several exit channels [3]. Therefore
it was found natural to extend the original NOC calcula-
tions [25,26] to heavier systems, where both the orbiting
process of the dinucleus and the FF of the fully equili-
brated CN have been experimentally observed [1-15] in
order to give a semiquantitative description and plausi-
ble explanations of their basic properties. The calcula-
tion method and the results will be presented in Secs. II
and III and discussed in Sec. IV in a comparison with
available back-angle experimental data.

II. NUMBER OF OPEN CHANNELS

For the sake of simplicity we consider as open channels
only binary reaction channels (including light particles),
because three-body reactions are unlikely to occur signif-
icantly at energies under consideration. For each system,
the NOC is obtained by a triple summation over all pos-
sible two-body mass partitions in the exit channels, over
all possible angular momentum couplings, and, finally, on
all possible energy distributions between the fragments,
following the method previously described in Ref. [25]:
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where E_ ., is the incident c.m. energy and E., the ex-
citation energy of the compound system. I, I, and L
are the intrinsic spins of the fragments and the orbital
angular momentum of their relative motion. @iz is the
reaction ground state (g.s.) Q value of the decay into the
fragments. E; and E, are the intrinsic excitation ener-
gies of the fragments and FE, the energy available to their
relative motion. T (FE,) is the transmission coefficient of
the outgoing channel as a function of angular momen-
tum and E,. The transmission coefficients have been
calculated using the semiclassical model of the inverted
parabolic barrier penetration approximation [27],

Ty(E.) = 1/{1 + exp2n(Ey — E)/hwrl},  (2)
where E, = Vi(Rp) and

hwp, = A1/ W{[&Ve(R)/dRr=r, )'? (3)

is related to the curvature of the outer barrier. In this ex-
pression p is the reduced mass and VL (R) is the total real
potential including the Coulomb potential, the centrifu-
gal force, and the attractive nuclear potential Vi (R):

Vi(R) = Vn(R) + Voou(R) + B2L(L + 1)/2uR?. (4)

Instead of the previously used Woods-Saxon form [25],
the macroscopic proximity potential of Blocki et al. [28]
has been chosen as the attractive potential. The Blocki
Coulomb potential is taken from [29]. The value Rp is
given by the condition [dVi(R)/dR)r=rs; = 0 by us-
ing the Wilcke et al. parametrization [30] of the bar-
rier height in order to reduce the ambiguities of the Ey,
and Awy quantities which depend on the potential pa-
rameters. A discussion of the initial calculations using
the Woods-Saxon nuclear potential and the empirical
parametrization of the barrier top proposed by Wilczyn-
ski [31] can be found in Ref. [25]. The results of both
calculations can be compared for the 2C+!2C reaction
in Fig. 1. Actually in the present calculations, following
the study of Ref. [25], a constant fuwy = 0.5 MeV value
not depending upon the system or the angular momen-
tum (3] has been reasonably assumed.

In the summation over energy distributions in expres-
sion (1), we use the known discrete energy levels of
the fragments recently compiled in the literature [32,33],
while for high excitation energies we adopt a shifted
and angular-momentum-dependent level density expres-
sion with parameters proposed by Gadioli and Zetta [34]
from their systematic study of level densities in light nu-
clei with A < 70:

(I +1)]

h3
——(2I + 1) exp 952

128
a exp[2vaU
Xj\é;z_(_?][—'—f“_tjz_]’ (5)

p(I,E) =
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TL(Er) (1)

J=I1+I3+L E.x=E\+E;+Q12+E,

[

where

U=at?—t=E—§+7T0/A,
2__£ U+t

g = 72 a ’
o (6)
J = 0-7\7rigida t7rigid = '5‘MR J,

R=15A4Y3 o= A/8.

The gap energies § are those taken from Gilbert and
Cameron [35]. Otherwise, the empirical value 12/vA
given by Bohr and Mottelson [36] is used. The expres-
sion (1) is similar to the Hauser-Feshbach formalism for
the compound nucleus but the originality of the present
calculations is that direct reaction channels, for example
nucleon or alpha-transfer channels with both fragments
excited, are explicitly introduced in the determination of
the NOC in addition to evaporation channels. The re-
action @ values are given by the newly released tables
of Wapstra and co-workers [37). We are interested in the
largest possible angular momentum brought in by the in-
cident particle at each bombarding energy, whereas the
Hauser-Feshbach calculation is limited to smaller angular
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FIG. 1. Dependences of the 2C+'2C NOC values on the
level density formula are dispayed for the Gadioli-Zetta (solid
curves) and for the Bohr-Mottelson (fine curve) formulas. The
dashed line corresponds to the Gadioli-Zetta NOC calcula-
tions using a proximity potential instead of the Woods-Saxon
approximation. The NOC’s have been normalized to 1 mb of
the grazing partial wave flux N/F as discussed in the text.
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momenta than the critical angular momentum for fusion
Lcrit~

In the following the calculated NOC'’s available to carry
away the incident flux of the grazing partial waves will
be presented as a function of the corresponding grazing
angular momentum (Lg) calculated from the Wilczynski
semiclassical formula [31]. For the comparison among
various nuclear systems, it is better to consider N7 per
unit of the incident flux, which depends also upon the
incident energy and the incoming angular momentum.
We define thus the NOC as N/F, the number of open
channels per mb,

N/F = NY(Ec.n)/F’(Bcn), (7)

where FY (Ec.m.), the incident flux for the total angular
momentum J, is given by the usual expression

T
FJ(Ec.m.) = Ez‘g‘] Z TL(Ec.m.)’ (8)
J=L+I,+1;

where E.. = A%k?/2u, and g; = (2J + 1)/[(2[ +
1)(2I; + 1)] with the intrinsic spins I; and I3 of the in-
cident particles. In the case of spin-zero particles, N/F
is calculated with J = Ly and the parity (=)Es, while in
other cases we calculate with the largest possible J val-
ues and the parity given by the product of the intrinsic
parities and (—)%s.

Before proceeding to a systematic study with compar-
isons among various systems, some details of the NOC
calculations and their sensitivity to the choice of level
density formulas will be given for the 2C+12C reaction
as a typical example. As has been previously mentioned,
we have used the known discrete energy levels compiled
for each isotope and for the higher excitation region the
level density formula (5) with the parameters (6) given
by Gadioli and Zetta [34].

Figure 1 shows the NOC values also calculated with
Bohr and Mottelson’s level density formulas [36] without
the compiled discrete levels. Their density formula is

h2 3/2
a
va ( 2F tigid )

RI(I+1)]7°
2Ftigid

xexp{z [a (U _ "ZZ(%;U)]W} 9)

where U = E — 8, Frigia = EMR?, R = 1.20A/3. The
gap energies are the same as those in the Gadioli-Zetta
formula. The level density parameter a = A/8 value ap-
pears at present to be rather well established both experi-
mentally [38] and theoretically [39] for the light heavy-ion
systems considered in the present study.

The calculations shown in Fig. 1 as full lines have been
performed using the simple Woods-Saxon form of the
nuclear potential and the Wilczynski approximation of
the barrier top. First we can compare the results with
the inclusion of discrete levels with those calculated only
with the Gadioli-Zetta formula. As a whole they have a

2I+1
24

p(E,I) =
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very similar dependence on grazing angular momentum
to each other. This indicates that the Gadioli-Zetta level
densities are able to give a reasonable description even
in the low excitation energy region. The Bohr-Mottelson
level density formula gives also similar results whether
the known discrete levels are included (not shown in the
figure) or not. The last NOC curve (shown as a dashed
line) is the result of the calculation using the Gadioli-
Zetta level density formula along with a proximity poten-
tial [28] in the Wilcke et al. approximation of the barrier
top [30], which is well suited for the heavier nuclear sys-
tems under consideration in the following discussion.

The last modification has obviously a small quantita-
tive influence on the NOC, but not on qualitative features
which will be considered in the discussion. The most im-
portant result in these comparisons is that all the cases
have essentially the same characteristic dependence on
angular momentum, i.e., they have minima at nearly the
same angular momentum with similar NOC values. Thus
the results do not essentially depend upon the details of
the level density assumptions or upon the choice of the
transmission coefficient parametrization. All curves show
a characteristic dip at energies well above the Coulomb
barrier (L, = 0). The initial drop is due to the increasing
difficulty the compound system has in accommodating
the largest brought-in angular momenta by the evapora-
tion of light particles alone. As is well known, the CN de-
cays through these channels, but their yields have a ten-
dency to decrease as the spin increases. The subsequent
rise occurs when an increasing number of binary chan-
nels (such as single and mutual inelastic, nucleon, and
alpha transfers, and finally deep inelastic orbiting and
FF processes) becomes effectively open. Those binary
channels become activated at somewhat higher energies
due to their reaction Q values. Thus, before such binary
reaction channels, which can carry away large angular
momentum, are effectively open, there exists a minimum
in the total NOC curve.

In the following, the calculations will be performed us-
ing the Gadioli-Zetta level density formula without the
inclusion of known discrete levels, and the proximity po-
tential has been chosen in the Wilcke approximation of
the barrier top. Preliminary results of this prescription
have been reported in Ref. [3] as possible criteria to dis-
tinguish between a non-fully-equilibrated dinuclear or-
biting composite and the CN that statistically undergoes
binary decay through a FF mechanism.

III. RESULTS

The existence of a minimum in the NOC function can
be considered to be one of the most general features in
the interaction between light heavy ions [25,26]. The dis-
cussion of the observation of quasimolecular resonances
in terms of the NOC available to carry away the angu-
lar momentum brought in by each incident partial wave
has been initially proposed by Abe and Haas [25,26] for
some lighter heavy-ion collisions (4 < 32). During the
last decade, the understanding of the structural aspects
of the resonant behavior has been widely investigated
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and, very recently, extremely unusual configurations of o
particles seem to have been discovered by the Argonne
group [40] in the 2*Mg nucleus through the mutual in-
elastic 12C(02 *)+2C(O; *) scattering reaction. Other
very striking resonant structures have been discovered
in much heavier systems such as ?*Mg+2*Mg [18] and
285i+28Si [17] but their underlying reaction mechanism
is still under active theoretical investigation [41-48]. Al-
though the observed nonstatistical resonances are com-
monly assumed to be caused by the formation of a quasi-
molecule, their structural configurations, in particular at
high spins, and those of the corresponding composite sys-
tems (“®Cr and 56Ni), are not yet well understood. The
most compelling evidence for a quasimolecular structure
in light nuclei comes from collisions induced by identi-
cal a-like nuclei. We therefore have made a systematic
study of total NOC for a number of these possible reac-
tions ranging from 2C+12C to 325+-32S. Figure 2 shows
the calculated NOC values of most of the a-like nuclei
mass-symmetric systems reported as a function of the
grazing angular momentum. All NOC curves shown in
Fig. 2 present more or less pronounced minima at high
grazing spins. The amplitudes of these minima depend
strongly on the system and reflect the varying degree of
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FIG. 2. Calculated NOC values as a function of the grazing
angular momenta for the indicated mass-symmetric systems.

transparency of the surface partial waves.

The 2C+2C and !®0+!0 systems have strikingly
small minimum NOC values and therefore are expected
to have enough transparency to allow prominent reso-
nances to show up at high bombarding energies, as shown
experimentally in the “pioneering” heavy ions experi-
ments and results of Bromley and collaborators [49,50].
The 2°Ne+2°Ne system is also a good candidate for reso-
nances to be observed. Although the experimental condi-
tions are difficult, this system is presently under intense
investigation [51].

It is interesting to note that the minima of the
24Mg+2*Mg and 28Si+28Si reactions are increasingly
shifted to higher angular momentum values with a ten-
dency to disappear for the 32S+32S system, which dis-
plays no resonancelike features whatsoever [52]. It should
be noted, however, that for this system the CN cannot
sustain angular momenta larger than 49% according to
the modified liquid drop model of Sierk [53]. Actually the
two heaviest symmetric systems that exhibit such struc-
ture are 2*Mg+2*Mg [18] and 28Si+28Si [17] (see Fig. 3).
For these systems, correlated narrow (Ic. = 150-250
keV) structures are observed in the excitation functions
for elastic and inelastic scatterings. In Fig. 3 the exci-
tation functions of the large-angle elastic cross sections
are shown for the 2*Mg+24Mg and 28Si+28Si reactions.
The observed intermediate width structures correspond
to a complex pattern of isolated resonances in the com-
posite system at high excitation energies with angular
momenta, obtained from elastic scattering angular dis-
tributions, ranging from 34%4 to 364 and 36%4 to 404 for
the 2*Mg+24Mg [18] and 28Si+28Si [17] reactions, respec-

T T
004 L Mg + 2*Mg 7
o *ﬁ"%ﬁy}x 3 i
N Wt 4
L " e e
= Vs
I | 28.. 28 ]
N - {Ix‘ Si+°°Si 41
o 008f i .
- ol
£ 3 #‘ B i ]
— 0.04 1 ?ﬂ 1 i) 5{1 B
> o by
G - }"f > WIN e
el
~ 0 - .
g z Z
g i 2 . 30 |
Z o004l s, Si+~"Si
T
L o 4
0 ‘M’-“A{M
= =z
0.08 . 30g; +30g; 1
3, o
*,
0.04 g, .
0 | e, 1 ]
15 20 25 30

(Egm.- Vg )(MeV)

FIG. 3. Experimental angle-averaged large-angle excita-
tion functions for elastic scattering of 2*Mg+2*Mg [18],
28542851 [17], 28Si+-3°Si [59], and 3°Si+3°Si [59).
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tively. In fact the angular momenta associated with the
resonances are close to and even larger than the grazing
values in the entrance channel for such collisions, thus
making these resonant states among the highest-spin nu-
clear excitations lying in the vicinity of NOC minima,
a region for which the absorption is predicted to be the
least effective.

Although attenuated, similar resonance phenomena
have also been observed in the nonsymmetric a-particle
system 2*Mg+28Si [19] at bombarding energies corre-
sponding to low NOC values, whereas structureless ex-
citation functions [54] have been measured at lower en-
ergies outside the “molecular resonance window.” This
kind of consideration might also be advanced to explain
the lack of intermediate width structure in the 28Si+32S
reaction [55].

Non-a-like nuclei systems are known to be much less
surface transparent [56-58,16], and Fig. 3 nicely illus-
trates how the addition of neutrons to the colliding ions
in the ?8Si+3°Si and 3°Si+3°Si reactions [59] damps out
the narrow structures which were so prominent in the
28Gi+28Si data [17]). It can be observed in Fig. 2 that
the 30Si+3%Si NOC values are significantly larger than
for 28Si+28Si. As a consequence of an increase of the ab-
sorption with a pair of added neutrons to the 28Si cores,
the total large-angle cross sections have subsequently de-
creased [59]. This general feature has been systemati-
cally evidenced in anomalous large-angle scattering stud-
ies [16]. The connection between this backward-angle
anomaly, compound elastic and orbiting processes with
quasimolecular resonances has been discussed in detail in
the literature [8,14,16,17,59]. In particular, the behavior
of the large-angle elastic cross sections for the Si+Si colli-
sions, as well as the fully damped fragment mass distribu-
tion might also be consistent with the origin of these pro-
cesses being CN fusion-fission processes [59]. This strong
isotopic dependence is in fact rather well correlated with
the expected increase of the asymmetric CN fission bar-
rier with increasing N/Z, as discussed in Ref. [59]. The
occurrence of a fission mechanism has been further in-
vestigated [1] in the %0+%°Ca and ®0+**Ca reactions
forming the same CN’s as 28Si+28Si and 3°Si+3°Si, and
also in the 325424Mg reaction leading to the *6Ni CN
[2]. The general features of the observed mass distri-
butions and the fragment total kinetic energies are well
reproduced by the statistical transition state model us-
ing standard finite-range liquid drop asymmetric fission
barriers [4].

Very few experimental results are available for mass-
symmetric systems heavier than 3°Si4+3°Si which have
quite large NOC values probably preventing observation
of resonances. This is the case for the *°Ca+%°Ca reac-
tion [60].

Figures 4 and 5 show the calculated NOC values of the
12C and %0 induced reaction systems. From the com-
parison of the NOC values for these different systems, we
would like to emphasize the fact that three kinds of re-
action mechanisms might coexist whether the absorption
is strong or not.

It has been shown previously (in Fig. 2 for the symmet-
ric 12C+412C and %0+180 reactions) that the minima are
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particularly deep (NOC= 1072-10"1) in the '2C+12C,
1604160, and 2C+0 curves and correlated to very
prominent resonant behavior, which has been clearly es-
tablished [49,50,26]. The formation of quasimolecules
in these favorable cases needs quite long-time-scale pro-
cesses requiring a surface-transparent imaginary poten-
tial.

The more 20Ne+12C, Z*Mg+2C, and
288i+12C systems have larger compound level densities
and thus larger spreading width of the entrance channel
resonances. However the back-angle elastic scattering of
20Ne [61], 2*Mg [61,62], and 28Si [63] ions from '2C dis-
play structured excitation functions, shown in Fig. 6,
and oscillatory angular distributions in agreement with
the relatively weak absorption predicted by the present
NOC calculations for these systems. The resonant gross
structure for the 32S+'2C and %°Ca+'2C reactions still
remain, but with a disappearance of the intermediate
width resonant structure so striking in the 24Mg+12C [62]

and 28Si+!2C [64] systems. More important is the strong
decreasing of the backward-angle elastic scattering yields
due to an increasing absorption for heavier systems lead-
ing to a larger number of deep inelastic channels and the
possible occurrence of the fission process. The strongly
damped yields measured for 2°Ne+!2C [65], 2*Mg+12C
[14], and 28Si+!2C (8] systems show backward-angle rises
and follow characteristic 1/sin(fc.m.) angular distribu-
tions in the backward hemisphere consistent with the
orbiting picture. As already mentioned, the orbiting pro-

massive

10 r T T T T B
a 3
10° e =
: 2046 4 120 ;
w0 |

1 ILlllI

LB

ZLMg + 12C

0/ OruthH
IR EETIHE B\ Tl |
A\Y

A llLLJl

1 Illlll

Ec.m. (MeV)

FIG. 6. Experimental backward-angle (near 6..... = 180°)
excitation functions for elastic scattering of 2°Ne+'2C [61],
#Mg+'2C [61,62], 2%Si+'2C [63], 32S+!'2C [58,63], and
4°Ca+'2C [67].
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cesses appear to be strongly connected with the occur-
rence of reminiscent quasimolecular resonances and will
be further discussed in the next section.

It can be noticed that the NOC minima displayed in
Fig. 4 are smeared out and have much higher NOC values
for the 325412C, 36Ar+12C, 4°Ca+12C, and %°Ar+12C
systems; this is consistent with the observed reduction
of both the backward-angle scattering yields and the
resonant oscillations in elastic excitation functions mea-
sured for 32S+12C [58,63,66] and “°Ca+12C [67] (see the
325412C and %°Ca+'2C experimental data reproduced in
Fig. 6). It will be shown that for such collisions the FF
process is able to occur as previously found for 32S+12C
and *°Ca+!2C, for instance [68].

The same observations can be made for the 180 in-
duced reactions for which both the orbiting and FF mech-
anisms have been experimentally evidenced, depending
on the total mass of the composite system; namely,
both oscillatory structures and orbiting processes with
large cross sections at backward angles have been exper-
imentally observed for the 2°Ne+160 [69,70], 2¢Mg+1€0
[71,15], and 28Si+€O [16,57,64] collisions. For the heav-
ier °Ca+1%0 system [1] the statistical fission has been
found to compete favorably, although backward orbit-
ing yields might still persist and compete to some extent
with FF [66]. It is interesting to note that nonstatistical
fluctuations appear also to show up in the 4°Ca+160 re-
action [72], with some correlations with 28Si+28Si data
[17], as an indication of the possible occurrence of shape
isomerism in 56Ni at high spin, predicted by deformed
shell model calculations [73]. The shape isomerism in this
mass region reflected by the presence of a superdeformed
secondary minimum in the nuclear potential energy sur-
face of *Cr and ®¢Ni [73] might indeed be responsible for
the strong resonant behavior existing in the 24Mg+24Mg
[18] and 28Si+28Si [17] reactions. In this alternative ex-
planation, the vanishing of resonances in 28Si+3°Si and
30Gi+39Si [59] would therefore be explained by the pre-
dicted disappearence of these minima in *8Ni and ®°Ni.
However, the absorption in these collisions is too large
for an experimental investigation of such an effect.

IV. DISCUSSION

The present schematic model is capable of giving rea-
sonable predictions of the observations of resonances pos-
sibly occurring in light [25,26] and medium-light heavy-
ion reactions [3]. Among the various molecular models
(see, for example, Refs. [74,75] and references therein),
the band-crossing model [76] of Abe and co-workers, the
classification of Baye [77], and the orbiting-cluster model
of Cindro and Pocani¢ [78] are quite successful to ex-
plain the main features of the observed resonances. The
orbiting-cluster model has been recently modified to ex-
tend the predictions to medium-light heavy-ion systems
[79] and particularly to composite systems with closed
neutron or proton gg/; shells supposed to present reso-
nant behavior with a high probability. However the ex-
citation function and angular distributions measured for
the 62Ni(325,325)%2Ni reaction are found to be structure-
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less [80], similarly to most of the systems heavier than
28Gi+28i [52,59,60] having a too large NOC for the re-
action to be surface transparent.

The observation of intermediate structures and door-
way states [81] requires not only the density of levels
(spreading width) to be small [78,79] but also a small
number of channels (NOC) coupled directly with the
entrance channel [25,26,77,82] and linked to the escape
width of the resonant doorway state. The main short-
coming of the orbiting-cluster model [78,79] is the ne-
glect of the doorway escape width, which plays an impor-
tant role in heavier systems with increasing bombarding
energies (angular momenta) as evidenced in the present
NOC calculations. Depending on the strength of the ab-
sorption, which increases with the mass asymmetry and
the mass of the composite system, the disappearance of
quasimolecular resonant behavior could be interpreted
within a global understanding as a gradual transition
from deep inelastic orbiting processes, for which entrance
channel effects and nuclear structure of the interacting
ions play a key role, to the statistical fission mechanism.

The occurrence of the FF mechanism has now been
commonly accepted for medium-light dinuclear systems
with composite masses A > 40 [1-7]. It might even be
possible that binary symmetric fission is one of the most
probable types of binary decay of the light composite
20Ne system [83]. We have calculated the NOC values
for the 1°B+1°B reaction, which are plotted in Fig. 7
with the results of other light heavy-ion combinations. As
compared to heavier systems such as 1°N+1€0, 14C+1€0,
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FIG. 7. Calculated NOC values as a function of the graz-
ing angular momenta for the indicated non-alpha-like nuclei
systems. The %040 NOC curve is also included for the
sake of comparison.

or 1%0+1%0, no marked minimum can be observed for
1B4+10B. For °B+419B, no quasimolecular resonances
have been up to now experimentally evidenced [74,75]
because for this system NOC values are too large, mak-
ing this reaction very absorbing as compared to the very
surface-transparent *0+1€0 case [50,26]. For L, > 20k,
the 1°B4+1°B NOC values are larger by at least a fac-
tor of 100 as compared to the *C+1%0 system, which
has been found to show a strong resonant behavior [84].
Since the quasimolecular resonances and orbiting mecha-
nisms appear to be, at least conceptually, very closely
connected, one might consider that FF is present for
10B+19B as well as for the °B+!80 reaction, which
also presents large NOC values. The FF rather than
the orbiting origin of the fully damped yields measured
in the '%11B4+180 reactions has been very recently cor-
roborated in Ref. [85], where the most forward center-
of-mass angle and nonisotropic binary reaction compo-
nent corresponds to much faster peripheral mechanisms,
in agreement with the deep inelastic orbiting hypothesis
[86] for partially energy-damped binary products. En-
trance channel effects have been experimentally investi-
gated in the '5N4160 and the 2C+°F reactions leading
to the >1P composite system [87]. In agreement with the
NOC calculations, the resonant behavior present in the
IBN+180 collision [88,89] tends to disappear with the
less surface-transparent 2C+!°F reaction, similarly to
104 18().

To summarize, although the resonance behavior ap-
pears to be a rather common feature in medium-light
heavy-ion systems, its observation is restricted to reac-
tions involving a-like nuclei and other closed or almost
closed shell nuclei with a small NOC. It has been pre-
viously shown by Abe and Haas [25,26] that, although
14C is not an a-like nucleus, the *C induced reactions
have small NOC minimum values (see, for instance, the
14C4160 NOC calculations in Fig. 7). The weak ab-
sorption allowed by small NOC’s permits the quasimolec-
ular structures to show up experimentally inelastic and
quasielastic channels of the 2C+4C [90-92], *C+!C
[92-94], and *C+%0 [84,95] reactions. Similar calcu-
lated results have been obtained for the *N induced reac-
tions, this nucleus having a relatively stable configuration
with a closed neutron shell and a high-energy first excited
state. The N induced reactions on alpha-like nuclei are
therefore good candidates to display resonant behavior,
as shown in the ®N+'2C [96] and °N+'60 [87,88,96]
reactions which have been very recently studied. An in-
teresting behavior have been noticed for this kind of res-
onant reaction, at least for 12C+'4C [90] and *C+160
[84]: the angular momenta involved in the resonances are
higher than the grazing values and this corresponds to a
dinuclear system where the interacting nuclei orbit each
other in a distant collision with a weak superposition of
their nuclear densities. The NOC calculations have been
performed with the grazing angular momenta (Lg4). Cal-
culations using angular momenta larger than L, would
result in an even deeper minimum located at an angu-
lar momentum lower than in the normal calculation (see
Ref. [84]). This elongated and highly deformed configu-
ration strongly resembles the pole to pole configuration
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which has been proposed to describe the 2*Mg+24Mg res-
onant structure [18,42,44].

The narrow resonant structures observed in the heav-
iest a-like systems (2¢Mg+2*Mg [18], 2Mg+28Si [20],
28Gi+28Gi [17]) are also linked to small NOC values, as
shown previously. The resonance cross sections have a
strong dependence not only on the mass and charge of
the colliding nuclei but also on their nuclear structure
and on the mass asymmetry of the entrance channel, as
shown for the 3!P composite system [87,89]. This last
effect is evident for the 6Ni CN which presents the most
intense resonant behavior in the 28Si+28Si collision [17].
This resonant structure is apparently more and more
damped as the mass asymmetry is increased, as found
in the 3254-24Mg [97] and *°Ca+'60 [72] reactions. Fur-
thermore, the backward-angle elastic scattering shows a
decreasing yield with increasing mass asymmetry in the
28Gi4-285i [17], 32S+24Mg [97], and *°Ca+'60 [67] reac-
tions due to larger and larger absorption, in agreement
with the NOC systematics. It is interesting to note that,
in the mass region corresponding to the heavy a-like nu-
clei collisions [7,18,98,99], both the mass and the energy
spectra show a high degree of selectivity probably also
due to small NOC values.

The coexistence of the observed resonant behavior
and the statistical fission of the 8Cr CN formed in the
24Mg+24Mg collision [7] might be qualitatively explained
in the context of the NOC calculations shown in Figs. 2
or 8. The 364 2¢Mg+2*Mg resonance (18] lies inside the
“quasimolecular resonance window” which corresponds
to the NOC minimum. On the other hand, the angu-
lar momenta leading to FF, lower than 307, have much
higher NOC values and lie in the strong absorption region
where the CN is able to undergo binary decay through
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statistical fission.

In Fig. 8, NOC’s have been plotted for different
nuclear systems for which orbiting processes, quasi-
molecular resonances, and FF have been experimen-
tally observed. The a-like 2¢Mg+12C, 24Mg+160, and
28Gi+12C systems have marked NOC minima with NOC
values of the order of 10. As already stressed previ-
ously and illustrated in Fig. 6, strongly oscillatory an-
gular distributions and highly regular gross structures
that occur in the backward-angle elastic scattering of
these reactions [14,16,57,61-64,71] might be correlated
with the existence of deep inelastic orbiting mechanisms
[8,9,13,15]. Superimposed on the gross structures, inter-
mediate width resonances have also been observed [62,64]
with large compound nuclear lifetimes. Similar fluctu-
ations occur in more damped processes [14] occurring
with orbiting long-lived dinuclei that conserve the en-
trance channel parentage to a considerable degree until
undergoing binary fission. On the other hand, it can be
argued that the lack of any significant entrance channel
effect and the vanishing orbiting yield in the 4’V com-
posite systems [3,5,6] are linked to the fact that the inci-
dent flux is expected to be more spread among a larger
NOC as compared to tightly bound a-like nuclei colli-
sions forming the 3¢ Ar and 4°Ca composites. From Fig.
8 it is clear that NOC’s for the 47V systems are much
higher than in the “°Ca systems for which the avail-
able phase space for the highest partial waves are re-
stricted to a few exit channels where dinuclear configu-
rations can survive through orbiting trajectories. Hence
the FF process has been found experimentally competi-
tive in the 33C1+12C [3,5], 31P+180 [5], 22Na+24Mg [6],
and 2°Ne+27A1[100,101] reactions, in agreement with the
transition state model predictions [4,101]. To our knowl-
edge, unlike the 2*Mg+12C, 2¢Mg+160, and 22Si+'2C re-
actions, no evidence has been found for the observation
of resonant behavior in the 28Si+!%N system although or-
biting processes are apparently occurring [10]. Actually
the calculated 28Si+4N NOC is sufficiently high (see Fig.
8) to prevent the experimental observation of reminiscent
resonant structures and to allow more statistical mecha-
nisms to show up to some extent as predicted by recent
FF model calculations [4]. These calculations based on
the transition state model [4] have been found capable
of giving a reasonably good description of the 28Si+'N
data [10] while failing to reproduce fully the 28Si+!2C
orbiting binary yields. A very recent study of alpha in-
duced reaction on 2?Al and 4°Ca targets [102] indicates a
transition from pure orbiting collisions to more statisti-
cal processes, in agreement with NOC predictions which
imply much larger values for the “He+%°Ca system. This
is another confirmation of the importance of a surface-
transparent potential in alpha induced reactions [103] as
well as in medium-light heavy-ion reactions [16].

In many cases, the origin of experimentally observed
fully damped reaction products remains an open prob-
lem since different mechanisms could coexist at different
stages of the collision; however, it appears that for reac-
tions having large NOC values the FF yield might domi-
nate, whereas for lighter dinuclear systems, composed of
rather tight nuclei with smaller NOC values, the orbiting
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mechanism is favored and quasimolecular resonances are
visible at backward angles.

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

In the present study we have extended to heavier com-
binations of light heavy ions the initial method of NOC
calculation proposed by Abe and Haas [25,26] in order to
offer a coherent explanation of the coexistence of quasi-
molecular resonances and oribiting phenomena observed
in surface-transparent dinuclear systems and of the oc-
currence of more statistical mechanisms such as FF in
more absorbing reactions. The details of the calculations
and their sensitivity to level densities and transmission
coefficients have been discussed extensively. The adopted
modified method has been applied for a wide range of
dinuclear systems which have been experimentally inves-
tigated in the recent past.

It is at present well established that there exists a
quasimolecular resonance region at high energies with
high spin in the most surface-transparent reactions with
small NOC values. The NOC minimum appears to be the
stronger for collisions involving a-like nuclei and other
closed or almost closed shell nuclei such as *C or °N.
The predictions for these last collisions have been veri-
fied by the experimental observations of resonances. On
the other hand, other reactions suffering a stronger ab-
sorption do not favor the observations of resonant behav-
ior or orbiting phenomena of the dinucleus. The strong
correlation between the anomalous large-angle resonant

C. BECK, Y. ABE, N. AISSAOUI, B. DJERROUD, AND F. HAAS 49

structures and small NOC is systematically observed in
a large number of dinuclear systems, in agreement with
the expectations of the present model.

Finally, in those absorbing systems with large NOC
values, the deep inelastic orbiting processes have the ten-
dency to vanish to the benefit of the statistical FF of the
CN, in agreement with the expectations of the statistical
transition state model. In this framework, although con-
troversial, the large phase space available for the binary
decay of very light nuclear systems with large NOC val-
ues can also support a FF picture for the origin of fully
energy-damped fragments.

To conclude, the present model is found to be very use-
ful in order to understand many aspects of dinucleus dy-
namics, from quasielastic and orbiting processes, with the
possible observation of quasimolecular resonances and en-
trance channel effects, to the formation of the fully equi-
librated CN which undergoes binary decay through the
statistical FF mechanism. In order to give a further im-
portant step forward in describing the dynamics of the
dinucleus binary decay, it would be highly desirable to
have new precise measurements of the mean interaction
times involved in the different reaction mechanisms.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The authors wish to thank E. Uegaki for fruitful dis-
cussions and a careful reading of the manuscript. One of
us (C.B.) wishes also to thank A. Ray for providing us
with experimental results prior to publication.

[1] S. J. Sanders, R. R. Betts, I. Ahmad, K. T. Lesko, S.
Saini, B. D. Wilkins, F. Videbaek, and B. K. Dichter,
Phys. Rev. C 34, 1746 (1986).

[2] S. J. Sanders, D. G. Kovar, B. B. Back, C. Beck, B. K.
Dichter, D. Henderson, R. V. F. Janssens, J. G. Keller,
S. Kaufman, T.-F. Wang, B. Wilkins, and F. Videbaek,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 59, 2856 (1987); 61, 2154 (1988); Phys.
Rev. C 40, 2091 (1989); S. J. Sanders, B. B. Back, R.
V. F. Janssens, D. G. Kovar, D. Habs, D. Henderson,
T. L. Khoo, H. Kérner, G. E. Rathke, T. F. Wang, F.
L. H. Wolfs, and K. B. Beard, ibid. 41, R1901 (1990).

[3] C. Beck, B. Djerroud, B. Heusch, R. Dayras, R. M.
Freeman, F. Haas, A. Hachem, J. P. Wieleczko, and Y.
Youlal, Z. Phys. A 334, 521 (1989); C. Beck, B. Djer-
roud, F. Haas, R. M. Freeman, A. Hachem, B. Heusch,
A. Morsad, M. Youlal, Y. Abe, R. Dayras, J. P. Wi-
eleczko, T. Matsuse, and S. M. Lee, ibid. 343, 309
(1992), and references therein.

[4] S. J. Sanders, Phys. Rev. C 44, 2676 (1991), and refer-
ences therein.

[5] A. Ray, D. Shapira, J. Gomez del Campo, H. J. Kim,
C. Beck, B. Djerroud, B. Heusch, D. Blumenthal, and
B. Shivakumar, Phys. Rev. C 44, 514 (1991).

[6] C. Beck, B. Djerroud, F. Haas, R. M. Freeman, A.
Hachem, B. Heusch, A. Morsad, M. Vuillet-A-Cilles,
and S. J. Sanders, Phys. Rev. C 47, 2093 (1993).

[7] A. T. Hasan, S. J. Sanders, K. A. Farrar, F. W. Prosser,
B. B. Back, R. R. Betts, M. Freer, D. J. Henderson,
R. V. F. Janssens, A. H. Wuosmaa, and A. Szanto de
Toledo, Phys. Rev. C 49, 1031 (1994); S. J. Sanders,
K. Farrar, A. Hasan, F. W. Prosser, B. B. Back, R. R.
Betts, M. P. Carpenter, D. J. Henderson, A. H. Wuos-
maa, F. L. H. Wolfs, R. V. F. Janssens, T. L. Khoo, P.
Wilt, F. Moore, K. B. Beard, and P. Benet, Phys. Rev.
C 49, 1016 (1994).

(8] D. Shapira, R. Novotny, Y. D. Chan, K. A. Erb, J. L.

C. Ford, Jr., J. C. Peng, and J. D. Moses, Phys. Lett.

114B, 111 (1982); D. Shapira, D. Schull, J. L. C. Ford,

Jr., B. Shivakumar, R. L. Parks, R. A. Cecil, and S. T.

Thornton, Phys. Rev. Lett. 53, 1634 (1984).

A. Ray, D. D. Leach, R. Vandenbosch, K. T. Lesko, and

D. Shapira, Phys. Rev. Lett. 57, 815 (1986); A. Ray

and D. Home, Phys. Lett A 178, 33 (1993).

[10] B. Shivakumar, D. Shapira, P. H. Stelson, M. Becker-
man, B. A. Harmon, K. Teh, and D. A. Bromley, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 57, 1211 (1986); B. Shivakumar, D. Shapira,
P. H. Stelson, S. Ayik, B. A. Harmon, K. Teh, and D. A.
Bromley, Phys. Rev. C 37, 652 (1988), and references
therein.

[11] W. Diinnweber, A. Glaesner, W. Hering, D. Konnerth,
R. Ritzka, W. Trombik, J. Czakanski, and W. Zipper,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 61, 927 (1988).

9



49 ROLE OF THE NUMBER OF OPEN CHANNELS IN THE . . . 2627

[12] B. Shivakumar, S. Ayik, B. A. Harmon, and D. Shapira,
Phys. Rev. C 35, 1730 (1987); S. Ayik, D. Shapira, and
B. Shivakumar, ibid. 38, 2610 (1988).

[13] A. Ray, D. Shapira, M. Halbert, H. Kim, J. Gomez del
Campo, J. P. Sullivan, J. T. Mitchell, and B. Shivaku-
mar, Phys. Rev. C 43, 1789 (1991).

[14] A. Glaesner, W. Diinnweber, M. Bantel, W. Hering, D.
Konnerth, R. Ritzka, W. Trautmann, W. Trombik, and
W. Zipper, Nucl. Phys. A509, 331 (1990), and refer-
ences therein.

[15] A. Ray, S. Gil, M. Khandaker, D. D. Leach, D. K. Lock,
and R. Vandenbosch, Phys. Rev. C 31, 1573 (1985);
B. Shiva Kumar, D. J. Blumenthal, S. V. Greene, J.
T. Mitchell, D. A. Bromley, D. Shapira, J. Gomez del
Campo, A. Ray, and M. M. Hindi, ibid. 46, 1946 (1992).

[16] P. Braun-Munzinger and J. Barrette, Phys. Rep 87, 209
(1982), and references therein.

[17] R. R. Betts, S. B. DiCenzo, and J. F. Petersen, Phys.
Lett. 43, 253 (1979); 100B, 117 (1981); R. R. Betts,
B. B. Back, and B. G. Glagola, Phys. Rev. Lett. 47,
23 (1981); R. R. Betts and S. Saini, Phys. Scr. T5, 204
(1983); S. Saini and R. R. Betts, Phys. Rev. C 29, 1769
(1984).

(18] R. W. Zurmiihle, P. Kutt, R. R. Betts, S. Saini, F. Haas,
and O. Hansen, Phys. Lett. 129B, 384 (1983); S. Saini,
R. W. Zurmiihle, P. H. Kutt, and B. K. Dichter, ibid.
185B, 316 (1987); A. H. Wuosmaa, R. W. Zurmiihle, P.
H. Kutt, S. F. Pate, S. Saini, M. L. Halbert, and D. C.
Hensely, Phys. Rev. Lett. 58, 1312 (1987); Phys. Rev.
C 41, 2666 (1990).

[19] A. Mattis, W. Diinnweber, W. Trombik, A. Glaessner,
W. Hering, D. Konnerth, and R. Ritzka, Phys. Lett. B
191, 328 (1987).

(20] A. H. Wuosmaa, S. Saini, P. H. Kutt, S. F. Pate, R.
W. Zurmiihle, and R. R. Betts, Phys. Rev. C 36, 1011
(1987).

[21] D. G. Kovar et al., Phys. Rev. C 20, 1305 (1979).

[22] D. Glas and U. Mosel, Nucl. Phys. A237, 429 (1975).

[23] S. M. Lee, T. Matsuse, and A. Arima, Phys. Rev. Lett.
45, 165 (1980).

[24] H. J. Fink, W. Scheid, and W. Greiner, Nucl. Phys.
A188, 259 (1972); J. Phys. G 1, 685 (1975).

[25] Y. Abe, in Proceedings of the International Confer-
ence on the Resonant Behavior of Heavy Ion Systems,
Aegean Sea, 1980, edited by G. Vouvopoulos (Na-
tional Printing Office, Athens, 1981), p. 295; Work-
shop on Phenomenological Interaction of Heavy Ions,
Osaka, 1980, RIFP-428 Internal Report (unpublished);
in International Workshop on Heavy Ion Reactions with
neutron-rich Beams, RIKEN, 1993, edited by M. Ishi-
hara (World Scientific, Singapore, 1994), p. 123.

[26] F. Haas and Y. Abe, Phys. Rev. Lett. 48, 1667 (1981).

[27] W. Ford, D. L. Hill, M. Wakano, and J. A. Wheeler,
Ann. Phys. (N.Y.) 7, 239 (1959).

[28] J. Blocki, J. Randrup, W. J. Swiatecki, and C. F. Tsang,
Ann. Phys. (N.Y.) 105, 427 (1977).

[29] J. R. Bondorf, M. L. Sobel, and D. Sperber, Phys. Rep.
C 15, 83 (1974).

[30] W. W. Wilcke, J. R. Birkelund, H. J. Wollersheim, A.
D. Hoover, J. R. Huizenga, W. U. Schroeder, and L. E.
Tubbs, At. Data Nucl. Data Tables 25, 389 (1980).

[31] J. Wilczynski, Nucl. Phys. A218, 386 (1973).

[32] F. Ajzenberg-Selove, Nucl. Phys. A460, 1 (1986); 475,
1 (1987); 490, 1 (1988); 506, 1 (1990); 523, 1 (1991).

[33] P. M. Endt, Nucl. Phys. A521, 1 (1990), and references
therein.

[34] E. Gadioli and L. Zetta, Phys. Rev. 167, 1016 (1968).

[35] A. Gilbert and A. G. W. Cameron, Can. J. Phys. 43,
1446 (1965).

[36] A. Bohr and B. Mottelson, Nuclear Structure I (North-
Holland, Amsterdam, 1969), p. 169.

[37] A. H. Wapstra and K. Bos, At. Data Nucl. Data Tables
19, 177 (1977); A. H. Wapstra, G. Audi, and R. Hoeck-
stra, ibid. 39, 281 (1988); A. H. Wapstra and G. Audi,
Nucl. Phys. A432, 1 (1985).

[38] B. Fornal, F. Gramegna, G. Prete, R. Burch, G.
D’Erasmo, E. M. Fiore, A. Pantaleo, V. Paticchio, G.
Viesti, P. Blasi, M. Cinausero, F. Lucarelli, M. Angh-
inolfi, P. Corvisiero, M. Taiuti, A. Zucchaiatti, P. F.
Bortignon, D. Fabris, G. Nebbia, and J. A. Ruiz, Phys.
Rev. C 44, 2588 (1991).

[39] S. Shlomo and J. B. Natowitz, Phys. Rev. C 44, 2878
(1991).

[40] A. H. Wuosmaa, R. R. Betts, B. B. Back, M. Freer, B.
G. Glagola, Th. Happ, D. J. Henderson, P. Wilt, and
I. G. Bearden, Phys. Rev. Lett. 68, 1295 (1992); W. D.
M. Rae, A. C. Merchant, and R. Buck, ibid. 69, 3709
(1992).

[41] A. Thiel, W. Greiner, and W. Scheid, Phys. Rev. C 29,
864 (1984).

[42] R. Maass, W. Scheid, and A. Thiel, Nucl. Phys. A460,
324 (1986); R. Maass and W. Scheid, Phys. Lett. 202B,
26 (1988); J. Phys. G 16, 1359 (1990); 18, 707 (1992).

[43] A. Sarma and R. Singh, Z. Phys. A 329, 195 (1988);
337, 23 (1990).

[44] E. Uegaki and Y. Abe, Phys. Lett. B 281, 28 (1989); E.
Uegaki, in Tours Symposium on Nuclear Physics, Tours,
1991, edited by M. Ohta and B. Remaud (World Scien-
tific, Singapore, 1992), p. 19; E. Uegaki and Y. Abe,
Prog. Theor. Phys. 90, 615 (1993).

[45] G. Shanmugam and M. D. Padmini, Phys. Rev. C 40,
1273 (1989).

[46] D. C. Zheng, L. Zamick, and D. Berdichevsky, Phys.
Rev. C 42, 1004 (1990).

[47] H. S. Khosla, S. S. Malik, and R. K. Gupta, Nucl.
Phys. A513, 115 (1990); T. Kraft, R. K. Gupta, and
W. Scheid, Phys. Rev. C 43, 2358 (1991); R. K. Puri
and R. K. Gupta, J. Phys. G 18, 903 (1992).

(48] W. D. M. Rae and A. C. Merchant, Phys. Lett. B 279,
207 (1992); A. C. Merchant and W. D. M. Rae, Nucl.
Phys. A549, 431 (1992).

[49] D. A. Bromley, J. A. Kuehner, and E. Almqvist, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 4, 365 (1960); E. Almqvist, D. A. Bromley,
and J. A. Kuehner, ibid. 4, 515 (1960).

[50] J. V. Maher, M. W. Sachs, R. H. Siemssen, A. Wei-
dinger, and D. A. Bromley, Phys. Rev. 188, 1665 (1969).

[51] R. W. Zurmiihle (private communication).

[52] P. H. Kutt, S. F. Pate, A. H. Wuosmaa, R. W.
Zurmiihle, Ole Hansen, R. R. Betts, and S. Saini, Phys.
Lett. 155B, 27 (1985).

[53] A. Sierk, Phys. Rev. C 33, 2039 (1986); Phys. Rev. Lett.
61, 2153 (1988).

[54] N. Cindro, D. Poéanié, D. M. Drake, J. D. Moses, J. C.
Peng, N. Stein, and J. W. Sunier, Nucl. Phys. A459,
438 (1986).

[55] B. Bilwes, R. Bilwes, J. Diaz, J. L. Ferrero, D. C.
Pocani¢, and L. Stuttge, Nucl. Phys. A463, 731 (1986).

[56] C. Beck, R. M. Freeman, F. Haas, B. Heusch, and J. J.



2628 C. BECK, Y. ABE, N. AISSAOUI, B. DJERROUD, AND F. HAAS 49

Kolata, Nucl. Phys. A443, 157 (1985).

[57] P. Braun-Munzinger, G. M. Berkowitz, M. Gai, C. M.
Jachcinski, T. R. Renner, C. D. Uhlhorn, J. Barrette,
and M. J. Levine, Phys. Rev. C 24, 1010 (1981).

(58] Y. D. Chan, R. J. Puigh, W. L. Lynch, M. T. Tsang,
and J. G. Cramer, Phys. Rev. C 25, 850 (1982).

[59] R. R. Betts, Nucl. Phys. A447, 257c (1986); Comments
Nucl. Part Phys. 13, 61 (1984); in Nuclear Physics with
Heavy Ions, edited by P. Braun Munzinger (Harwood
Academic, New York, 1984).

[60] H. Doubre, J. C. Jacmart, E. Plagnol, N. Poffe, M. Riou,
and J. C. Roynette, Phys. Rev. C 15, 693 (1977).

[61] J. L. C. Ford, Jr., J. Gomez del Campo, D. Shapira, M.
R. Clover, R. M. DeVries, B. R. Fulton, R. Ost, and C.
Maguire, Phys. Lett. 89B, 48 (1979).

[62] M. C. Mermaz, A. Greiner, B. T. Kim, M. J. LeVine, E.
Muller, M. Ruscev, M. Petrascu, M. Petrovici, and V.
Simion, Phys. Rev. C 24, 1512 (1981), and references
therein.

[63] R. Ost, M. R. Clover, R. M. DeVries, B. R. Fulton, H.
E. Gove, and N. J. Rust, Phys. Rev. C 19, 740 (1979),
and references therein.

[64] J. Barrette, M. J. LeVine, P. Braun-Munzinger, G. M.
Berkowitz, M. Gai, J. W. Harris, C. M. Jachcinski, and
C. D. Uhlhorn, Phys. Rev. C 20, 1759 (1979), and ref-
erences therein.

[65] D. Shapira, J. L. C. Ford, Jr., J. Gomez del Campo,
R. G. Stokstad, and R. M. DeVries, Phys. Rev. Lett.
43, 1781 (1979); D. Shapira, J. L. C. Ford, Jr., and J.
Gomez del Campo, Phys. Rev. C 26, 2470 (1982).

[66] C. K. Gelbke, T. C. Awes, U. E. P. Berg, J. Barrette, M.
J. LeVine, and P. Braun-Munzinger, Phys. Rev. Lett.
41, 1778 (1978).

[67] S. Kubono, P. D. Bond, and C. E. Thorn, Phys. Lett.
81B, 140 (1979); S. Kubono, P. D. Bond, D. Horn, and
T. R. Renner, Phys. Rev. C 21, 459 (1980).

[68] R. Planeta, P. Belery, J. Brzychczyk, P. Cohilis, Y. El
Masri, G. Gregoire, K. Grotowski, Z. Majka, S. Micek,
M. Szczodrak, A. Wiesloch, and J. Albinski, Phys. Rev.
C 34, 512 (1986).

[69] J. Schimizu, W. Yokota, T. Nakagawa, Y. Fukuchi, H.
Yamaguchi, M. Sato, S. Hanashima, Y. Nagashima, K.
Furuno, K. Katori, and S. Kubono, Phys. Lett. 112B,
323 (1982).

[70] D. Shapira, D. DiGregorio, J. Gomez del Campo, R. A.
Dayras, J. L. C. Ford, Jr., A. H. Snell, P. H. Stelson, R.
G. Stokstad, and F. Pougheon, Phys. Rev. C 28, 1148
(1983).

(71] S. J. Sanders, H. Ernst, W. Henning, C. Jachcinski, D.
G. Kovar, J. P. Schiffer, and J. Barrette, Phys. Rev.
C 31, 1775 (1985); A. Lepine-Szily, R. Lichtenthaller
Filho, M. M. Obuti, J. Martins de Oliveira, Jr., O.
Portezan Filho, W. Sciani, and A. C. C. Villari, ibid.
40, 681 (1989), and references therein.

[72] B. K. Dichter, P. D. Parker, S. J. Sanders, R. R. Betts,
and S. Saini, Phys. Rev. C 35, 1304 (1987).

[73] M. Faber and M. Ploszajczak, Phys. Scr. 24, 189 (1981);
T. Bengtsson, M. Faber, M. Ploszajczak, I. Ragnarsson,
and S. Aberg, Lund University Report No. 84/01, 1984
(unpublished).

[74] N. Cindro, Ann. Phys. (Paris) 13, 289 (1988).

[75] N. Cindro, Riv. Nuovo Cimento 4, 1 (1981).

[76] Y. Abe, Y. Kondo, and T. Matsuse, Prog. Theor. Phys.
Suppl. 68, 303 (1980); Y. Kondo, Y. Abe, and T. Mat-

suse, Phys. Rev. C 19, 1356 (1979); 22, 1068 (1980);
T. Matsuse, Y. Abe, and Y. Kondo, Prog. Theor. Phys.
59, 1037 (1978); 59, 1904 (1978).

[77] D. Baye, Phys. Lett. 97B, 17 (1980).

[78] N. Cindro, J. Phys. G 4, L23 (1978); D. Pocani¢ and N.
Cindro, ibid. 8, L25 (1979); N. Cindro and D. Pocanic,
ibid. 6, 359 (1980); D. Pocani¢ and N. Cindro, Nucl.
Phys. A433, 531 (1985).

[79] N. Cindro and M. Bozin, Ann. Phys. (N.Y.) 192, 307
(1989).

(80] U. Abbondanno, G. Vannini, M. Bettiolo, P. Boccaccio,
L. Vannucci, R. A. Ricci, M. Bruno, M. D’Agostino, P.
M. Milazzo, and N. Cindro, Nuovo Cimento A 108, 541
(1993).

[81] H. Feshbach, J. Phys. (Paris) Colloq. 37, C5-177 (1976).

[82] D. L. Hanson, R. G. Stokstad, K. A. Erb, C. Olmer,
M. W. Sachs, and D. A. Bromley, Phys. Rev. C 9, 1760
(1974).

[83] A. Szanto de Toledo, M. M. Coimbra, N. Added, R. M.
Anjos, N. Carlin Filho, L. Fante, Jr., M. C. S. Figuera,
V. Guimaraes, and E. M. Szanto, Phys. Rev. Lett. 62,

1225 (1989); A. Szanto de Toledo, E. M. Szanto, M.
Wolfe, B. V. Carlson, R. Donangelo, W. Bohne, K. Gra-
bish, H. Morgenstern, and S. Proshitzki, ibid. 70, 2070
(1993).

[84] J. J. Kolata, C. Beck, R. M. Freeman, F. Haas, and B.
Heusch, Phys. Rev. C 23, 1056 (1981); R. M. Freeman,
Z. Basrak, F. Haas, A. Hachem, G. A. Monnehan, and
M. Youlal, Z. Phys. A 341, 175 (1992).

[85] R. M. Anjos, C. Tenreiro, A. Szanto de Toledo, and S.
J. Sanders, Nucl. Phys. A555, 621 (1993).

[86] A. Lepine-Szilly, J. M. Oleveira, Jr., P. Fachini, R. Lich-
tenthaller Filho, M. M. Obuti, W. Sciani, M. K. Stein-
mayer, and A. C. C. Villari, Nucl. Phys. A539, 487
(1992).

[87] N. Aissaoui, Ph.D. thesis, Strasbourg University Report
No. CRN 93-10, 1993 (unpublished).

(88] R. H. Siemssen, H. T. Fortune, R. Malmin, A. Richter,
J. W. Tippie, and P. P. Singh, Phys. Rev. Lett. 25, 536
(1970).

[89] N. Aissaoui, F. Haas, R. M. Freeman, C. Beck, A.
Morsad, B. Djerroud, R. Caplar, G. A. Monnehan, A.
Hachem, and M. Youlal, Z. Phys. A (to be published).

[90] R. M. Freeman, F. Haas, and G. Korschinek, Phys. Lett.
90B, 229 (1980); R. M. Freeman, Z. Basrak, F. Haas, A.
Hachem, G. A. Monnehan, and M. Youlal, Phys. Rev.
C 46, 589 (1992).

[91] S. K. Korotky, K. A. Erb, R. L. Phillips, S. L. Willets,
and D. A. Bromley, Phys. Rev. C 28, 168 (1983).

[92] D. Konnerth, W. Trombik, K. G. Bernhardt, K. A.
Eberhard, R. Singh, A. Strzalkowski, and W. Traut-
mann, Nucl. Phys. A436, 538 (1985).

[93] R. M. Freeman, C. Beck, F. Haas, B. Heusch, H. Bohn,
U. Kaufl, K. A. Eberhard, H. Puchta, T. Senftleben,
and W. Trautmann, Phys. Rev. C 24, 2390 (1981).

[94] D. M. Drake, M. Cates, N. Cindro, D. Po¢ani¢, and E.
Holub, Phys. Lett. 98B, 36 (1981).

[95] U. Abbondanno, F. Demanins, G. Vannini, L. Vannucci,
P. Boccaccio, R. Dona, R. A. Ricci, M. Bozin, and
N. Cindro, J. Phys. G 16, 517 (1990), and references
therein.

[96] G. A. Monnehan, Ph.D. thesis, Strasbourg University
Report No. CRN/PN 87-17, 1987 (unpublished); F.
Haas, in Proceedings of the Fifth International Confer-



49 ROLE OF THE NUMBER OF OPEN CHANNELS IN THE. . . 2629

ence on Clustering Aspects in Nuclei and Subnuclear
Systems, Kyoto, 1988 [J. Phys. Soc Jpn. Suppl. 58, 27
(1989)].

[97] U. Abbondanno, F. Demanins, P. Boccaccio, L. Van-
nucci, R. A. Ricci, G. Vannini, and N. Cindro, Nuovo
Cimento A 97, 205 (1987).

(98] R. R. Betts, H. G. Clerc, B. B. Back, I. Ahmad, K.
L. Wolf, and B. G. Glagola, Phys. Rev. Lett. 46, 313
(1981).

[99] R. Novotny, U. Winkler, D. Pelte, H. Sann, and U. Ly-

nen, Nucl. Phys. A341, 301 (1980).

[100] N. Van Sen, R. Darves-Blanc, J.C. Gondrand, and F.
Merchez, Phys. Rev. C 27, 194 (1983).

[101] B. Djerroud, C. Beck, R. M. Freeman, F. Haas, A.
Hachem, and B. Heusch (unpublished); B. Djerroud,
Ph.D. thesis, Strasbourg University Report No. CRN
92-32, 1992 (unpublished).

[102] A. Ray (unpublished data and private communication).

[103] K. A. Eberhard, Ch. Appel, R. Bangert, L. Cleemann, J.
Eberth, and V. Zobel, Phys. Rev. Lett. 107, 43 (1979).



