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Decay properties of giant multipole resonances: Hybrid model for channel types competition
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The decay properties of giant multipole resonances (GMR) are studied using the hybrid model in the context
of channel type competition. We found that the analysis of GMR decay with several open channel types has the
same analytical expression as when only one channel type is allowed. The generalization of the hybrid model
presented provides a simple way to study the competition between the direct and statistical decay of GMR.
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The study of the decay properties of giant multipole reso-
nances (GMR) is of paramount importance for the unravel-
ing of their dynamical and microscopic structure. Since giant
resonances are located at high excitation energies, they decay
mainly by particle emission. Treated as isolated resonances,
the GMR are characterized by a width composed of two
pieces: the “escape width” T'T, which represents the cou-
pling of the GMR to the continuum, and the “spreading
width” T'!, which measures the degree of fragmentation of
the strength due to coupling to complex intrinsic nuclear
configurations (e.g., two-particle—two-hole) [1]. Of course,
whereas the first stage of the reaction, namely the giant reso-
nance population, is a very coherent process in which one-
particle—one-hole configurations act in phase, the other,
more complicated, stages are complex enough to call for a
statistical treatment.

It has so far been a common practice to analyze the par-
ticle spectra originating from the decay of GMR with one of
two extreme models, which ignore completely the interme-
diate, preequilibrium stages [2—5]. These models either as-
sume the dominance of I'!, meaning the GMR predomi-
nantly decays “directly,” or the predominance of I'*, which
implies necessarily that the fragmentation of the resonance
into the complex background is complete [3,4]. In this last
case the Hauser-Feshbach theory [6] is utilized in the analy-
sis.

Within the hybrid model theory [7] the GMR decay by
particle emission accounts both for the direct component and
for the equilibrated compound nucleus part. This theory was
used only in the analysis of exclusive data of the giant mono-
pole (EO) resonance in 2%Pb [7,8]. This analysis is based on
the expression
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where b; is the branching ratio for particle emission to the ith
level of the residual nucleus, which is written in terms of the
compound nucleus and GMR doorway transmission coeffi-
cients, 7;. and TiD"‘Zﬂ'F? pp, and a mixing parameter
w=T"4/T measuring the degree of fragmentation of the door-
way. The quantities F? and pp are the partial escape width
and 1p-1h density states, respectively.
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In the application of the above theory for EO decay in
208pp [7] the meaning of the mixing parameter u is com-
pletely connected with the statistical component of the neu-
tron channels since only these channels are open. In situa-
tions where more than one type of channel is open the
connection of u with the statistical component of each chan-
nel is not possible since the x in Eq. (1) is necessarily the
same for all types of channels. Also the analysis of experi-
mental data when more than one type of channel is present is
complicated because we need information on all types of
channels at the same time.

The objective of the present Rapid Communication is to
develop a generalization of the hybrid model that accounts
for the separation and independence of the particle channels
types. In this hybrid model generalization the u parameter is
composed of the various u;’s belonging to each open chan-
nel type, where the u, provides the statistical component in
the respective branching.

In order to start our formalism we note that, if various
channel types are present in the decay, Eq. (1) is written as
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where k is a running index over the different channel types
(k= for protons, k= v for neutrons, ...), and the sum in
| means that the denominators in Eq. (2) are summed over all
particle channels. In Eq. (2), we have
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with P,=X b defined as the emission probability of the kth
particle (obtained from the experimental data).

Then we introduce in Eq. (2) the P¥ and P* probabilities
as follows:
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with the definitions
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(P’[‘, and P* are the direct and compound branching to the k
channel type).

From the definitions given above, the P, probability in
Eq. (3) can be obtained by performing a sum over the i index
in the b%’s of Eq. (4):

Py=2 bf=(1-p)Pp+pP;, (7)

with the normalization 2, P;= 1. Since the u parameter con-
tains information about all channel types, we need to rewrite
each piece of Eq. (7) in such a way that P, contains only
information on the respective k channel. Then we start by the
recognition of the direct portion (1— x)P% in Eq. (7).

If we consider only situations where the GMR may be
treated as a single doorway we can write the escape width as
a sum of the partial width of the k’s particles:

r'=> rj, (8)
k

and since the T{-‘D is directly connected with the partial escape
width, we have P%, written as a ratio of the partial and total
escape widths by Egs. (5) and (8):
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Assuming that T=T"T+T"' and observing that u=T"/T" we
may rewrite it as

r’
M=1—T. (10)

These equations permit us to separate the direct portion in
Eq. (7) for each k channel by the substitution of Egs. (9) and

(10) in (1— p)P%, as follows:
I‘T
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where u; is defined as
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which is a parameter analogous to the u of Eq. (2) and mea-
sures the statistical component in the decay through the kth
particle channel.

The statistical component of P, [ uP* in Eq. (7)] can be
rewritten using Eq. (11) as
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which contains only terms in the kth channel.
With the definitions in Egs. (11) and (13) the branching
ratios in Eq. (4) become
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In this equation, the competition between direct and statisti-
cal decay in systems where different particles may be emit-
ted is clearer than in the analysis by Eq. (2). However, some
information on the interference between the channel types
still remains in the p parameter of the second term in the
rikght-hand side of Eq. (14). At this point let us call this term
Sic:
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Utilizing EkP’c‘= 1, as defined in Eq. (6), we obtain the
w parameter by performing a sum in k in Eq. (13) which is
composed of all channel types:

=2 Py (16)
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Now if we introduce the u expression [Eq. (16)] in Eq. (15)

we obtain
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The interference terms are apparent in Eq. (17) and are
contained in 2, ku,P,T{-‘D of Sfc. In cases where the statis-
tical decay dominates and there is a predominance of one
channel type (as in a medium mass nucleus), the interference
terms may be disregarded in comparison with the other
terms, allowing the approximation
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This approximation allows the complete separation of the
channels types, permitting the analysis of the decay spectra
of each particle kind with independent treatment between the
channel types:
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The comparison between the above expression and the
experimental data provides an estimation of the u; param-
eter which measures directly the statistical component of the
respective channel type. With the analysis of the spectra of
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all possible particles we can obtain the u parameter from Eq.
(16) and the partial or total escape width in Egs. (12) and (8),
respectively.

Within this approximation the unitarity of the b* [Eq.
(19)] is lost in the sense of the hybrid model [Eq. (14)]
because we are disregarding the interference terms. But the
unitarity is recovered in this approximation when we write
the S* in Eq. (18) to contain only terms which correspond to
the specific channel type. The unitarity of Eq. (19) of our
approximation is equivalent to disregarding 7;p, in the statis-
tical component of the hybrid model formalism [see Eq. (1)],
which is similar to that of Brandenburg et al. [9] and Piza
et al. [10].
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The generalization of the hybrid model proposed here
shows that the studies of the GMR decay with channel type
competition have the same form as that performed when only
one channel type is open and shows that each spectrum is
analyzed independently, having its own w, . This approxima-
tion provides a simple way to study the competition between
direct and statistical decay when different kinds of particles
may be emitted in the process.

We would like to thank W. A. Seale and M. N. Martins
for a critical reading of this manuscript. This work was sup-
ported in part by Conselho Nacional de Desenvolvimento
Cientifico e Tecnologico (CNPq) and Coordenagao de Aper-
feicoamento de Pessoal do Ensino Superior (CAPES).

[1]A. Van der Woude, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 18, 217
(1987).

[2] L. S. Cardman, Nucl. Phys. A354, 173c (1981).

[3] H. Dias, N. Teruya, and E. Wolynec, Phys. Rev. C 33, 1955
(1986).

[4] S. Brandenburg, W. T. A. Borghols, A. G. Drentje, L. P. Ek-
strom, M. N. Harakeh, and A. Van der Woude, Nucl. Phys.
A466, 29 (1987).

[5] R. Alarcon, P. L. Cole, D. S. Dale, P. T. Debevec, and L. J.
Morford, Phys. Rev. C 43, R2470 (1991).

[6] W. Hauser and H. Feshbach, Phys. Rev. 87, 366 (1952).

[7] H. Dias, M. S. Hussein, and S. K. Adhikari, Phys. Rev. Lett.
57, 1998 (1986).

[8] A. Bracco, J. R. Beene, N. Van Giai, P. F. Bortignon, F. Zardi,
and R. A. Broglia, Phys. Rev. Lett. 60, 2603 (1988).

[9] S. Brandenburg, W. T. A. Borghols, A. G. Drentje, A. Van der
Woude, M. N. Harakeh, L. P. Ekstrom, A. Hakanson, L. Nils-
son, N. Olsson, and R. de Leo, Phys. Rev. C 39, 2448 (1989).

[10] A. F. R. de Toldeo Piza and G. A. Foglia, in Proceedings of the
International Nuclear Physics Conference, Sao Paulo, Brazil,
1989, edited by M. S. Hussein (World Scientific, Singapore,
1989), Vol. 2, p. 453.



