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The mechanism of the reaction '>C(h,p)'*N has been studied by measuring the alignment of the 10
bound states of '“N, at 32 incident energies in the range 3 < E, < 11 MeV. These alignments were
measured by the angular-correlation technique, using a collinear geometry with detection of the
outgoing protons at 0° as well as at 180°. The theoretical alignments which have been calculated both
by the direct-interaction model and by the compound-nucleus statistical model, and which are quite
different in these two models for levels of natural parity, are almost constant with energy. However,
experimentally, strong fluctuations of the alignment have been observed. For the incident energies used
in this work, where the mechanism is usually considered intermediate between these two extreme
models, it seems that the reaction '>C(h,p)"*N proceeds predominantly by the compound nucleus '°O.
The giant-resonance structure, or the predominant [p g '“N] configuration of this nucleus, at the high

excitation energies reached in this reaction, can explain theoretically the measured alignments.

I. INTRODUCTION

The ¥C(h, p)**N reaction mechanism has been
considered many times, from low bombarding
energies up to E, =30 MeV.'"!! It is normally con-
sidered that for E, below about 5 or 6 MeV, the
compound-nucleus mechanism is predominant,
while for E, above about 10 MeV, it is generally
thought that direct processes are most important.
However, several authors have commented on the
strong dependence of the cross sections with inci-
dent energy, and the presence, even at low ener-
gies, of certain stripping angular distributions.

It is desirable, therefore, to measure, system-
atically with energy, parameters which will test
more directly the mechanism by which the reac-
tion proceeds. The determination of nuclear align-
ments, by the technique of angular-correlation
measurements in geometry II of Litherland and
Ferguson,'? is a possible approach to this problem.
This is particularly true for natural parity states,
where the theoretical predictions are very differ-
ent depending on the mechanism considered. In
the present case of N, as the electromagnetic
properties of the final nucleus are known,® they
appear as constants in the analysis of the angular
correlations. Therefore, the angular correlations
in the geometries ¢, =0° and 6, =180° depend only
on the population parameters P(y) for the magnetic
substates y =0 and +1 which can be populated in
1N. For the final level, characterized by total
angular momentum J; and projections y, the P(y)
depend only on the manner in which the level is
formed.

In certain cases, the determination of the nucle-
ar alignment for a given incident energy has en-

=3

abled the dominant reaction mechanism to be de-
duced, but a systematic analysis as a function of
incident energy and angle on the symmetry axis

(0 and 180°) has not been reported. The use of this
technique is especially interesting for nuclear re-
actions of the type X(a, b)Y, for J,+J,>J, where

c is the transferred particle, i.e., ¢=a -5, such
as X(°Li,d)Y or X("Li, t)Y, for example. But even
in the case of the reaction 2C(z, p)!*N, where this
condition is not fulfilled (J,+J,=J,), the theoreti-
cal alignments can be very different according to
the type of reaction considered.

In a preceding article,® we reported the analysis
of the mechanism study of the reaction *C(z, p)**N,
between incident energies of 4.6 to 11.0 MeV, by
the measurement of excitation functions and pro-
ton angular distributions for the 10 bound states
of *N. In addition, a study of the variation with
energy of the p-y angular correlation for the 7.03-
MeV level, which y decays principally to the ground
state, showed strong fluctuations in the alignment
of this state. Similar results have already been
observed for this level,’ as well as for the level
at 5.10 MeV by Blake et al.’®* The purpose of this
work is to extend the analysis formerly done for
the single state at 7.03 MeV and 6, =180°, to all
bound states of N. All the results have been ana-
lyzed within the framework of the direct-interac-
tion theory, as well as the compound-nucleus
theory.

II. EXPERIMENTAL PROCEDURE
AND ANALYSIS

All the angular correlations were measured us-
ing the 6~ and 4-MV Van de Graaff accelerators
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of the Strasbourg-Cronenbourg group of laborator-
ies, using doubly ionized beams of helions. The
2C targets were 100 to 120 ug/cm? thick, either
self-supporting or deposited on silver or gold foils
of thicknesses between 0.02 and 0.04 mm, depend-
ing on E, for the measurements made with detec-
tion of particles at 0°. Generally the angular cor-
relations were measured at three angles 6,, in
two different experimental setups: (i) using three
Nal(T1) detectors at 90, 45, and 0°, each in coinci-
dence with the annular particle detector at 180°%;
and (ii) using a moving NaI(T1) detector in coinci-
dence with an annular detector at 180° and a full
detector at g, =0°.

Using the notation of Poletti and Warburton,!” the
theoretical expression for the angular-correlation
function is

W(0) =) plJp)F,(JT})Q,Py(cosh)

keven

= D7 Gy Pprlcosh).

k even

The population parameters are solutions of the
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20 P Js, ) Ply) = Oeyp. /Fk(JfJ})Qk P
Y (1)
2 Ply)=1.
Y

The choice of only three angles to measure the
angular correlations is justified by the fact that
only the following transitions have been considered:

(i) For the J=1 levels at 6.21, 5.69, and 3.95
MeV, the strong branch to the level at 2.31 MeV.*®
W (6) is in this case a linear function of coszey,
and Eqs. (1) reduce to:

P(0) =-0.6873q, +0.3333 ,
(2)
P(1) =+0.34364, +0.3333 ,

(ii) For the J"=2" level at 7.03 MeV, the almost
100% branch to the ground state. For the accurate~
ly known mixing ratio 6(E2/M1) =0.637+0.028,°
the value of the experimental a, coefficient is very
sensitive to the alignment of the level (Fig. 1).
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FIG. 1. Polygons bounding the possible theroetical values of the a, and a, angular-correlation coefficients for the
indicated transitions. Points A, B, C, and D correspond to a total alignment in the m =0, 1, 2, and 3 magnetic sub-

states, respectively.
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Equations (1) reduce to:
P(0) = -0.2327a, +1.71324, +0.2000
P(1) =-0.1164q, +1.1421a,+0.2000, (3)
P(2) =+0.2327qa, +0.2855q, +0.2000 .

(iii) For the J"=2"level at 5.10 MeV, only the
puve M2 transition to the 2.31-MeV level. Even
though the relative intensity of this branch is only
21%, the variation of the a, coefficient with the
alignment is large (Fig. 1) and population param-
eters with acceptable precision could be obtained.
Equations (1) reduce to:

P(0) =+0.41244, - 0.3297a,+0.2000,
P(1) = +0.2062a, +0.21984, +0.2000, (4)
P(2) = -0.4124a, - 0.05494, +0.2000 .

For the two J =3 levels at 6.44 and 5.83 MeV,
the angular correlations are not very sensitive to
the alignment (Fig. 1). For this reason, no results
are given here for these two levels. However,
variations of the angular correlation with incident
energy were observed.

In all the analyses of the angular correlations a
possible population of the substates |y|=2 (for
J=2), due to the finite size effect of the particle
counters, was taken into account. Experimentally,
values of P(2) were never found to exceed 10% of
the total population. This is illustrated in Table IV
of Ref. 9.

IIl. THEORETICAL ANALYSIS

The general expression for the angular-correla-
tion function can be written®:

W= 2 pu Tk Usdy) s
J sRK

where p.(J,J;) and e} (J.J;) are the statistical and

and Strang®::

1

poo(Jf Jf) Tipv
D)

ProlJyJy) =

efficiency tensors, respectively. It can be shown
that the population factors P(y), which represent
the probability of finding the final system in the
state J; with projections y, can be written:

Ply) =g |pldsm)
=E(—)Jf-y<nyJf -] k0)pyo (T dy)

where p is the density matrix of the discrete
states Jy(y).

Two methods of calculating the alignments P(y)
are possible. First, either the statistical tensors
Pro(JsJs) necessary for the calculation of the func-
tion W can be determined and the P(y) deduced;
or second, the elements of the density matrix
g |p|dsy) can be calculated directly.

Using the first of these methods, in the frame-
work of the direct-interaction theory, Balamuth,
Anastassiou, and Zurmuhle® have applied the sta-
tistical tensor calculations of Satchler®! to the spe-
cial case of collinear geometry and J =0 targets.
Assuming that spin-orbit coupling in the optical
potentials in the entrance and exit channels is neg-
ligible, the following ratio is obtained:

P(1) _(L0S1|J,1)*
P(0) (L0SO[J,0)%’

(5)

if only a single L, S value for the orbital and in-
trinsic angular momenta of the pair of nucleons
transferred contributes to populate a J; state. This
is the case for levels of natural parity. For levels
of unnatural parity, two values of L can occur, and
the alignments P(y) become a coherent sum over
the allowed values L and L’. Then the predictions
would also depend on the optical potentials used.
Using the first method also, we have calculated
the alignments obtained with the compound-nucleus
statistical theory.?? The following relation is found,
where the notation is the same as that of Sheldon

T (=)2Ti(2g, + 1221, + 1) (25, +1)(20, + 1)

X (25, + 1)(2p + 1)Y2(2p + 1)V%(7,0 1,0 | 1.0)
X (1,0 L,0|v0) (LOVO [XOYW 3y ji, o T 15 1)
XW (Il jyjas BSOW (L, o das VS2) X(T; s Ja daVs g Je MT (6)

and
1

Pl) =3 (=)Yr7 BT DEYr T =Y N0eseldy Ty -
Y f
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The indexes 1 and 2 correspond, respectively, to
the incoming and outgoing particles and J; is the
angular momentum of the intermediate state of the
compound nucleus '°0. The penetrability term 7
is related to the transmission coefficients T;; as
defined by Eq. 2.49 of Ref. 23. These quantities
have been calculated using a standard optical-
model code with the parameter values given in
Ref. 22, All kinematically possible outgoing chan-
nels were taken into account,? in the calculation
of the Hauser-Feshbach denominator formula (14
to 76 channels, from E,=3 to 11 MeV, respec-
tively).

Using the second method, we have developed?®
the equations set up by Litherland and Ferguson.'?
By a suitable choice of coupling, a very simple
relation is obtained:

PQ) Iyl = 51d:2)°
PO (J%z]J:2)"

)

valid only for the case of a resonant level J; of *O
which does not interfere with any other state, and
with specific values for quantum numbers j, and I,.
This last condition corresponds to the assumption
that the outgoing proton is in a well-defined orbit.
The theoretical predictions can be summarized
as follows:
(i) If the reaction **C(z, p)'*N proceeds only by di-
rect interaction, the alignments calculated (rela-
tion 5 and Table I) are independent of the bombard-

TABLE I. Theoretical alignments from the direct-

ing energy, for a single value of the total orbital
angular momentum transferred by the pair of nu-
cleons. Following the Glendenning selection rule,?
only a single AS, AT value is possible for double
transfer reactions on J =0 target nucleus. It should
also be pointed out that for such a reaction mecha-
nism it is probably meaningful to compare only the
experimental alignments measured at 9, =0° to
these predictions. For the unnatural parity levels,
the nonprevailing L values’ have been bracketed in
Table I. In addition, from the relation 5, the fol-
lowing conditions can be deduced:

(1) For the transfer of aquasideuteron AS =0,
AT =1, the natural parity levels are completely
aligned in the y =0 magnetic substate [P(0)=1].
However, in N, the only bound T =1 state at 2.31
MeV has J" =0*. It would be interesting to analyze
the unbound level J" =2*, T =1 at 9.17 MeV, for
which we have shown'® that the y decay competes
with the particle decay in the ratio I',/T",=10+3.
It was not possible to analyze the angular correla-
tion of the 9.17— 0 MeV transition (almost pure M1),
this state being weakly excited by the (&, p) reac-
tion. The analysis of a similar state T=1, J"=2*
at 1.59 MeV in **Sc has been done by Balamuth,
Anastassiou, and Zurmuhle,?® by the reaction

TABLE II, Alignment P(0) calculated from the com-
pound nuclear theory as a function of value of the angular
momentum of the final state of the resonance and of the
outgoing proton,

Alignment P(0)

J J; fth tgoi ton
interaction predictions for the 10 bound states of N, 14f 157 Tota}angulasrmomf)entum(r)f eol; go1ng111)ro
Ny (PO) T T T T T T
Transferred 1 . .
Level quantum numbers Alignments 1 z 0.33  0.67
(MeV) JT LL’Y S T P(0) P(1) %— 0.67 0,11 0.67
5
0 1* 2 1 0 0.67 0.17 T 0.67 0.05  0.67
(0) (0.33) (0.33) g— 0.67 0.03 0.67
+
2.31 0 0 0 1 1.00 9 % 0.40  0.60
3.95 1* 0 1 0 0.33 0.33
@ (0.67) (0.17) % 0.40 1.00 0.19 0.60
5
4.91 0~ 1 1 0 1.00 ¥ 0.60 0,19 1,00 0.11 0.60
7
5.10 9= 1 1 0 0.40 0.30 7 0.60 0.11 1,00 0.07 0.60
3) (0.60) (0.20) ¥ 0.60 0.07 1.00 0.05
5.69 1 1 1 0 0.00 0,50 3 %_ 0.43  0.57
5.83 3 310 0.000.50 3 0.43 0.92 0.25 0.57
6.21 1* 0 1 0 0.33 0.33 5
: ° 0.43 0.92 0.25 0.92 0.16 0.57
(2) (0.67) (0.17) ’:‘
0.57 0.25 0.92 0.16 0.92 0.11
6.44 3* 2 1 0 0.43 0.29 T
(4) (0.57) (0.21) 2 0.57 0.16 0.92 0.11 0.92
7.03 2t 2 1 0 0.00 0.50 151 0,57 0,11 0.92 0.08
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FIG. 2. Experimental variations of the alignment of the 3.95-MeV level, in the magnetic substate y=0, as a function
of incident energy for 6, =180 and 0°. The corresponding theoretical predictions of the DI theory and the statistical
model of HF are also shown.
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FIG. 3. Experimental variations of the alignment of the 5.10-MeV level, in the magnetic substate y =0, as a function
of incident energy for 6, =180 and 0°. The corresponding theoretical predictions of the DI theory and the statistical
model of HF are also shown.
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FIG. 4. Experimental variations of the alignment of the 5.69-MeV level, in the magnetic substate ¥y =0, as a function
of incident energy for 6,=180 and 0°. The corresponding theoretical predictions of the DI theory and the statistical
model of HF are also shown.
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FIG. 5. Experimental variations of the alignment of the 6.21-MeV level, in the magnetic substate v=0, as a function
of incident energy for 6, =180 and 0°. The corresponding theoretical predictions of the DI theory and the statistical
model of HF are also shown. .
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Ca(n, p)**Sc, with the result F(0)=0.95+0.06 at
E,=15 MeV.

(2) The transfer of a quasideuteron is impossible
for states of unnatural parity. In fact, the 7 =1
levels at 8.71 MeV (J"=07), 12,72 MeV (J" =1"),
and 9.508 MeV (J" =27), are not observed by the
reaction 2C(z, p)*N (Ref. 7).

(3) For the transfer of a deuteron AS=1, AT =0,
the levels of natural parity are all aligned in |y |
=1. That is P(0)=0 and P(+1) =P(-1) =0.5. States
which correspond to this case are those at 5.69
MeV (J"=17), 7.03 MeV (J" =2%), and at 5.83 MeV
(g7 =37).

(4) For the transfer of a deuteron the alignments
of the unnatural parity states depend on the trans-
ferred L. The corresponding values are given in
Table I for the levels at 3.95 and at 6.21 MeV (both

T=1%), at 5.10 MeV (J"=2"), and at 6.44 MeV
(J7"=3%).
(ii) If the reaction C(z, p)**N proceeds only by the
formation of the compound nucleus '°0, with a
large overlapping of the states at the excitation en-
ergies reached, (statistical theory of Hauser-Fesh-
bach®®) then the alignment of the final levels are
practically constant with bombarding energy (rela-
tion 6). It is found that 0.40 < P(0) <0.55 regard-
less of the final level.

| =3

(iii) If the reaction 2C(z, p)**N proceeds only by
the formation of the compound nucleus *°0O, in
which a single resonant state J; contributes at a
given incident energy to the formation of state J;
of N, then the corresponding alighment can vary
strongly from one energy to another, depending on
the values of J; and j, (relation 7 and Table II).

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Figures 2 to 6 present the alignments, obtained
for the levels at 3.95, 5.10, 5.69, 6.21, and 7.03
MeV, respectively, in the m =0 magnetic substate,
for 6, =0 and 180°. Neither the direct-interaction
(DI) theory, nor the compound nuclear process
(Hauser-Feshbach theory: HF), which have both
been used to fit previously measured angular dis-
tributions,® shows sufficiently good agreement with
the data, that the dominance of one or the other of
these mechanisms can be said to be clearly demon-
strated.”® However, it is interesting to consider
the total cross section, summed over all the levels
from 3.95 to 7.03 MeV obtained previously, and
summarized in Fig. 21 of Ref. 9. These are the
levels for which we have complete results. The

resulting curve is compared with the correspond-

ing theoretical predictions (HF and DI) in Fig. 7.
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FIG. 6. Experimental variations of the alignment of the 7.03-MeV level, in the magnetic substate y =0, as a function
of incident energy for 6, =180 and 0°. The corresponding theoretical predictions of the DI theory and the statistical

model of HF are also shown.
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The values of the DI curve are relative,?® and only
the form should be considered. Several conclu-
sions can be drawn from this figure. In general,
for 5 <E, <11 MeV, the reaction proceeds by for-
mation of the compound nucleus '*0. The average
slope of the experimental curve agrees with the
HF predictions, showing no evidence that the DI
becomes dominant before 11 MeV. Finally, an
important resonant structure is superimposed on
a statistical theory background. These resonances
are centered around energies of 6.5, 7.2, 8.1, and
10.0 MeV. But the precision of these values is
quite poor, considering that only a small number
of experimental points is available. On the other
hand, the energies of the resonances in the individ-
ual total excitation functions (Fig. 21 of Ref. 9),
typically with a width of 500 keV, do not corre-
spond exactly so that in the sum curve they are
partially washed out. An example is the single
point for the resonance at E,=~ 10 MeV (Fig. 7),
this resonance being apparent in six of the eight
individual excitation functions. These resonances
can be explained by resonant capture phenomena
in the two channels considered, i.e., *C+k and

500H T T I I [ s

SUM OF THE EXCITATION
FUNCTIONS

400 -

300} - ) —

TOTAL REACTION CROSS SECTION (mb)

AN

200 \\ —

AN
HE
N
100+ —
_____________ DL

0O | 1 ! !
5 6 7 8 9 10 1

FIG. 7. Sum of the experimental and theoretical exci-
tation functions for all the bound levels of 1N from 3.95
to 7.03 MeV. The scale for the DI curve is relative.

1N +p, corresponding to quasigiant resonances in
150‘

In this regard, the experimental data of Fig. 7
can be compared with the results obtained by Well-
er and Van Rinsvelt? for the elastic scattering of
helions on **C for 4.4 <E,<8.2 MeV and ¢, =140°,
A correspondence can be seen between their re-
sults and our measurements, in the range 6 to 8
MeV. In the outgoing a-particle channel, a struc-
ture was also seen by these authors in the differen-
tial and total cross sections, similar to that ob-
served in the elastic scattering. This result led
them to describe '°0 as a particle coupled to a '!C
core (a-particle core-excited threshold states),
for excitation energies between 14 and 19 MeV.
This model has been considered in more detail
recently.?®"%° In the present work we should ob-
serve, rather, states corresponding to a proton
coupled to a '*N core. All the outgoing channels
of the *C +1 reaction show resonant structure:
2C +n (Ref. 27), O +n (Ref. 31), and !C +a (Ref.
27). However, for a given incident energy, the
exact correspondence between the resonances is
difficult, even dangerous, to specify, since in each
channel a certain number of strongly overlapping
states of very different configurations can con-
tribute.

The presence of resonances in the outgoing chan-
nel N +p is supported by the giant-dipole-reso-
nance results obtained by Kuan et al.®* These au-
thors have studied the dipole transitions to the
ground state of '°0, by the reaction “N(pvy)*°0,
for incident energies corresponding to excitation
energies between 9 and 25 MeV in °0Q. All the en-
ergies we used are in the zone E,=14 to 21 MeV,
where the giant resonance of °0 is strongly struc-
tured as can be seen in the excitation curve of Fig.
7, Ref. 32. In particular we note that for 6 <E, <8
MeV (16.8 <E, <18.5 MeV), a minimum occurs in
this curve, though we have seen a resonance at the
same energies in the incoming channel (Fig. 7).

Among the similarities between our results (Ref.
9 and Fig. 7) and those of Kuan et al.,*® the most
striking is for the level of very pure configuration
at 7.03 MeV. This suggests a corresponding
(p®'N*, J"=2") description of '°0 at the excitation
energies considered. Though only a (p® '*N,
ground state) configuration of the states excited
in !0 by radiative capture can be considered, we
note the similarities between the wave functions
obtained by Lie3® for the ground, 2.31-, 3.95-,
and 7.03-MeV states. These four levels are es-
sentially two hole states, with only a little contri-
bution of two-particle—four-hole configuration.
However, such a model should be applied cautious-
ly, since a strong and very large resonance (E,
=9.85 MeV, I =600+ 100 keV) exists®* in the **N-
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(p,n)**0 reaction. There is also the possibility

of others of a similar nature corresponding to E,
=5.5, 6.0, 7.2, and 8.1 MeV. In addition, proton
elastic and inelastic scattering studies on N by
Oda et al.,*® indicate a predominant compound-
nucleus reaction mechanism, and a resonance
structure for the (p;,,, p,,,)"" states (levels at 3.95
and 7.03 MeV) was found at energies correspond-
ing approximately to those reported by Kuan et ¢l.%?

The population factors P(0), given in Table II,
are based on the assumption of isolated interme-
diate states, which is certainly not the case here,
except when we deal with quasigiant resonances in
150 which do not interfere with each other. In gen-
eral, the presence of many overlapping resonances,
which in Fig. 7 appear to make up a large part of
the total cross section, will average out the final
state alignments, according to Eqs. (6). Super-
imposed on this background of states, a level which
dominates due to its (p® '*N) configuration, will be
responsible for the measured alignment. Mathe-
matically, this corresponds to the inclusion of a
weight, or an intensity factor a(J;), to the rela-
tions which give the population factors.®

Considering our results, it seems that the ob-
served fluctuations cannot be explained by an in-
creasing importance of the DI mechanism with in-
cident energy. This extreme model of the direct
transfer of two nucleons, whose cross section re-
mains approximately constant with bombarding
energy (Fig. 7, DI curve), should contribute most
clearly in the valleys of the total cross-section
curve. The total alignment of the 7.03-MeV level
in the |m|=1 substates, around E,=9 MeV, can
serve as an illustration (Fig. 6, Table I). If, in a
general way, the proton angular distributions
agree better with the DI predictions above E,=8
MeV, the corresponding P(0) alignments do not
support them.

A complete quantitative study would require a
knowledge of the structure of !30. From the theo-
retical point of view, the configurations of %0
states at these excitation energies could be ob-
tained in three ways:

(i) From a weak coupling model calculation, Lie,
Engeland, and Dahll®*¢37 have obtained excellent
agreement with the experimental levels up to 13
MeV. But to obtain energy levels up to 21 MeV
would require a considerable increase in the con-
figuration space.*®

(ii) From statistical phenomenon of the Ericson
type, which can be applied to observation of struc-
ture in a region where many compound levels are
present.®® However, the uncertainties due to the

limited energy range over which the data were col-
lected are likely to be large in the present case.
(iii) From qualitative estimates of where the levels
obtained by coupling a proton in the d;,,, s,,,, and
ds,, orbits to a “N core should be found in °0, Us-
ing the model of Baz and Manko,* as applied by
Weller,?® such states should occur at excitation en-
ergies of 9.55 and 16.58 MeV in '°0 for the ground
and the 7.03-MeV states of *N, respectively. Since
their calculations were based on a very simple
model, the presence of such states in the region

of excitation considered is still quite possible.

V. CONCLUSION

This work has permitted us to show that for inci-
dent energies up to 11 MeV, the *C(z, p)**N reac-
tion proceeds predominantly through the compound -
nucleus mechanism. The structure of 50, at the
high excitation energies reached (14.4 <E, <20.9
MeV), is probably responsible for all the fluctua-
tions observed. The data contain implicitly some
information on the excited states of !°0, but it is
not possible to extract it in a usable form. The
contribution of a direct or semidirect** process
seems to be appreciable only in the valleys of the
excitation curves for E,28 MeV.

The systematic use of the technique of angular
correlations in collinear geometry has been shown
to be a useful tool to investigate the mechanism of
a nuclear reaction. It has enabled us to rule out
the predominance of the DI mechanism at low ener-
gies, where some proton angular distributions
show typical stripping patterns. Such shapes could
be explained by the interference between two reso-
nances, for example, using the relations given by
Blatt and Biedenharn,*

The alignment fluctuations observed for all the
bound levels of “N, either for g,=0 or 180°, are
certainly not an exclusive characteristic of the
2C(r, p)**N reaction. It is known that similar phe-
nomena are also present in other reactions, such
as *0(z, p)'°F (Ref. 43) or “Ca(x, p)**Sc (Ref. 20),
for example. A study, similar to that presented
here for a large range of incident energies, would
allow a better understanding of these reaction
mechanisms which are difficult to deduce clearly
from only the excitation functions and particle an-
gular distributions. In addition, the extension of
the present study of the *C(x, p)**N reaction, up to
E,~20 MeV, would test the validity of the DI pro-
cess, shown to be predominant at £,=13.9,3 15,%°
20.1," and 25.3 MeV.® Experiments of this nature
are planned in our laboratory.
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