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(sd)2 states or superclusters in 10Be
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A set of states in 10Be have very large α widths and very small neutron strengths. We review the data and
investigate whether they are (sd)2 states and/or α clusters.
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I. INTRODUCTION

A state at 10.15 MeV in 10Be has been observed [1]
as a resonance in 6He +α elastic scattering and assigned
Jπ = 4+. This assignment appears firm, as it comes from an
angular distribution of two spin-zero objects—about as model
independent as it gets. An earlier assignment [2] of 3− to
a state at nearly the same energy was based on a fit to an
angular correlation in the reaction 7Li(7Li,α6He)α, but that
assignment was model dependent—involving assumptions
about the reaction mechanism and m-state population. Given
the tendency for 10Be to exhibit close-lying doublets of
opposite parity at lower excitation energy, it would not be
surprising if both 3− and 4+ states are present. In any event,
we take the 4+assignment as definitive.

The 0+ and 2+ states [3] at 6.179 and 7.542 MeV,
respectively, in 10Be are excellent candidates for the two lowest
(sd)2 states coupled to 8Be(g.s.). Such states are now clearly
known in 14,16C [4] and 12Be [5], where they were strongly
populated in the (t,p) reaction. Of course, because 8Be is
unstable, that reaction is not possible for these states of 10Be.

These 0+ and 2+ states, together with the 4+ at
10.15(2) MeV, have been frequently suggested as mem-
bers of a rotational band, possessing very large α-particle
strengths. Several theoretical [6–12] and experimental [1,2],
[13–24] papers have dealt with this supposed band. It is not
at all obvious that the two descriptions are incompatible.
Because 6He is well described as two proton holes in
8Be(g.s.), states of 10Be with large 2n strengths could easily
have large overlaps with 6He + α. In the present paper,
we examine these three states (and others) in detail and
compare their properties with those expected in the two
descriptions. We also suggest additional experiments. But
first we summarize the experimental situation for the relevant
states.

II. A BRIEF HISTORY

Hamada et al. [13] used the 7Li(α,p) reaction at 65 MeV
to investigate cluster strengths in 10Be. They analyzed
angular distributions with zero-range distorted-wave Born-
approximation calculations (ZRDWBA) and extracted relative
cluster spectroscopic factors R = S/Sg.s.. They suggested a
state at 11.76 MeV as the 4+ member of the ground-state

(g.s.) band. They noted R’s of 0.067 and 0.049 for 2+ and
4+ members of this band, but stated that the small values of
R might be misleading. They stated that they were unable to
locate the 2+ and 4+ members of the 0+

2 band. However, the
7.54-MeV 2+ state was stronger that the lowest 2+ state, and
the 0+ state at 6.18 MeV had almost the same cross section as
the g.s. Use of the same number of oscillator quanta for the
two 0+ states gave R = 0.86 for 6.18. They suggested 2+ for a
state at 9.64(10) MeV, which they identified with the compiled
state at 9.4 MeV. A state at 10.2 MeV is not in their table, but
comparing its angular distribution (their Fig. 6) with that of the
proposed 4+ at 11.76 MeV (their Fig. 4), they appear nearly
identical in magnitude and shape. However, in their spectrum
(their Fig. 2), the 10.2-MeV state is much weaker than 11.76.
Furthermore, they show an L = 2 curve for the 10.2-MeV state,
whereas 4+ would correspond to L = 3.

Soic et al. [14] used the reaction 7Li(7Li,α6He), at a
bombarding energy of 8 MeV, to observe α + 6He decays of
10Be∗ states at 9.6 and 10.2 MeV. They suggested the latter
might be in the 0+

2 band. No neutron decay was observed. They
gave a width of <400 keV. They noted the close similarity in
angular distributions for 10.2 and 11.8 MeV energy in the (α,p)
reaction. [13]

Milin et al. [15] studied the reaction 6He(6Li,d)10Be∗, using
a 6He beam of energy 17.0 MeV, and analyzed their data with
the finite-range DWBA. The 2+ state at 7.54 MeV was not
resolved from the nearby 3−, but they extracted a ratio of
S(2+

3 + 3−
1 )/S(2+

1 ) of about 3, suggesting that at least one
member of the doublet was strong.

Freer et al. [16] used the reaction 12C(12Be,10Be∗)14C at
378 MeV to populate states of 10Be. They did not observe the
10.2-MeV state, and suggested the state at 10.57 MeV as the
4+ member of the g.s. band.

Curtis et al. [2] populated states of 10Be with the reactions
Li(7Li,10Be∗) at 34.5 MeV. Their results were consistent
with 2+ for the 9.6-MeV state and they assigned 3− for the
10.15 MeV state. They stated that no 4+ state was found. They
gave a width of 296(15) keV for the 10.15 MeV state.

Liendo et al. [17], with 7Li + 7Li at 34 MeV, reported the α

decay of the 2+ state at 7.54 MeV with a branching ratio (BR)
of �α/� = 3.5(12) × 10−3, implying a very large α-cluster
strength. They speculated that the 10.57-MeV state was the
4+ member of the 0+

2 band, and the 11.2-MeV state was the
4+ member of the g.s. band.
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Ashwood et al. [18] investigated 10Be with the one-neutron
transfer reaction 9Be(9Be,8Be)10Be at 48 MeV. They stated
that no 4+ member of the g.s. band was seen, and concluded
that the g.s. band terminates at 2+. They suggested that the
9.4-MeV state in the literature had been misidentified. Their
state at 9.58 MeV was in agreement with previous work.

Miljanic [19] concluded, on the basis of accumulated
evidence, that the 9.5-MeV state was not 3+, but rather a
2+ p-shell state.

In the 12C(10Be,10Be∗) inelastic scattering, at
302 MeV, Ahmed, et al. [20] saw the states at 9.6(1)
and 10.2(1) MeV, but found no evidence for the 4+ member
of the g.s. band, causing them to conclude that the ground and
2+

1 states are not cluster states.
Curtis et al. [21], with 7Li(7Li,10Be∗) at 58 MeV, identified

the 10.15-MeV state as 3− and preferred 6+ over (4+) for
11.76. They stated they did not see the 4+ member of the g.s.
band.

Milin et al. [22] used an 18-MeV 6He beam to investigate
the 6He(6Li,d)10Be∗ reaction. They suggested that the strong
10.2-MeV state is the 4+ member of the band beginning at
6.18 MeV. They gave a limit for the BR of the 7.54-MeV state
as >2.0(6) × 10−3, consistent with the value of Ref. [17].

Freer et al. [1], with 6He + 4He resonance elastic scat-
tering, obtained a firm assignment of 4+ for the state at
10.15 MeV. Their Breit-Wigner fit gave a g.s. α width
of �α0 = 130(10) keV, and �α0/� = 0.46(3), leading to the
conclusion that it has one of the largest α cluster spectroscopic
factors known. No other decays were observed, but they
surmised the missing width might correspond to α decay to
the 2+ state of 6He.

Curtis et al. [23], with the reaction 10Be(14C,10Be∗),
observed states at 9.56, 2+; 10.15, 3−; 11.23; and 11.76,
4+ MeV. They stated that they did not observe states at 6.18,
7.54, and 10.15 MeV, as expected.

Bohlen, et al. [24] used the 12C(12C,14O)10Be∗ reaction at
211 MeV. They concluded that the 11.8-MeV state was the 4+
member of the g.s. band, and 10.55 was 3−.

III. THE 0+
2 BAND

The positive-parity states of interest in 10Be are displayed in
Fig. 1, along with those of 14C. Omitted from this plot are the
two ground states and the 2+ state at 3.368 MeV in 10Be. This
low-lying 2+ state is absent in 14C because the p1/2 space does
not support a 2+ state, whereas p3/2 does. The similarity of the
two sets of energy levels is striking. We show as dashed lines
the two predominantly p-shell 2+ states. In 14C, this 2+ state
and the (sd)2 2+ state are thoroughly mixed. The 0+ mixing is
also stronger in 14C than in 10Be (see below). Energies of the
g.s. and 0+

2 “bands” are plotted in Fig. 2.
The possible n and α decays of the (sd)2 (or cluster) 2+ and

4+ states are displayed in Fig. 3. Decay widths are listed in
Table I. We have calculated n and α single-particle (sp) widths
in a Woods-Saxon potential model, using r0 = 1.25 and a =
0.65 fm for the neutron well, and 1.40 and 0.60 fm for the α

particle. (Here, R = r0A
1/3
core.) For the α widths, if the states

have two nucleons in the sd shell, the number of oscillator
quanta q = 2N + L (where N is the number of radial nodes) is
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10.15      4+ 10.74     4+

8.32      2
+
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FIG. 1. Diagram of the relevant levels in 10Be and 14C.

6. Thus, for L = 2, the radial wave function has two nodes, and
one for L = 4.

We can perhaps gain some insight by examining the analogs
in 10B. If isospin is not mixed in 10B, the properties of T = 1
states, including the values of S for both nucleon and α decay,
should be the same in 10Be and 10B. Some isospin mixing is
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FIG. 2. (Color online) Ex vs J(J + 1) for g.s. band and 0+
2 band.

Dashed lines extend 0+-2+ slope; solid lines connect to known 4+

states.
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FIG. 3. Cluster states in 10Be and their possible decays to 6He
and 9Be.

definitely present in the 1− and 2− states in 10B, but there is
no evidence of such mixing in the positive-parity states.

A. 0+

The 6.179-MeV 0+ state has long been known as a
core-excited state and frequently interpreted as the start of
a rotational band. The purity of the state can be ascertained
from its lack of sp character. From the 12C(t,p) reaction, an
estimate [25] of 12% was obtained for the 0+ mixing in 14C,
whereas in 10Be (for the mirror state in 10B) the mixing is only
about 1% [26].

B. 2+

The 7.542-MeV 2+ state of 10Be is the likely next member
of this band. We will investigate the 10Be 2+ mixing before we
proceed. The neutron width of the 2+ state at 7.542 MeV in
10Be is 6.3(8) keV for decay to 9Be(g.s.). The sp n width
for this decay is about 700 keV. Thus, the value of Sn is
less than 1%. In 10B the analog at 8.894 MeV has � =
40(1) keV, with �p/� = 0.35. The proton width is given
as 12.6(13) keV, and our calculated sp width is about

1.5 MeV. Thus, we have C2S ∼ 0.84(9) × 10−2 (where C is
a Clebsch-Gordan coefficient), but with C2 = 1/2, the value
of S is ∼ 0.017(2). Therefore, in both nuclei, the nucleon
spectroscopic factor is very small. The largely p-shell 2+
state at 5.96 MeV has S = 0.43 – 1.0 experimentally and 0.69
theoretically. So we conclude that the 2+ mixing is small.

A large α-particle reduced width has been one of the
properties assigned to the 2+ member of the supposed band.
The 2+ state at 7.542 MeV has a total width of 6.3(8) keV, and
an α branching ratio [17] of 3.5(12) × 10−3, resulting in an α

width of 22(8) eV. The researchers in another experiment [22]
stated that they could place a limit on this BR > 2.0(6) × 10−3.
Our sp α widths are listed in Table I for the geometrical
parameters given above. We see that the 2+ state has an
enormous α spectroscopic factor, S = �α/�sp = 51(19). The
sp α width is very sensitive to the precise energy of this
state [d�/(�dE) is about 6%/keV]. But the energy is well
enough known (uncertainty of 0.7 keV), so this could not be
the source of the unreasonably large spectroscopic factor. As
the experimental α width for the 10Be 2+ state is not quite
3σ from zero, we also looked at the α width of the analog
2+ state at 8.894 MeV in 10B. Here, the α width is also
known, and has a much smaller uncertainty. The nucleon and
α widths and spectroscopic factors for these two states are
listed in Table II. In 10B, the nucleon spectroscopic factor
is multiplied by the square of a Clebsch-Gordan coefficient
C2 = 1/2: �expt = C2S�sp. The α width in 10B is for the
isospin-allowed decay to the 0+, T = 1 state of 6Li. Any
appreciable T = 0 component in the 2+ state of 10B would
allow α decay to the T = 0 states of 6Li (strongly favored on
phase-space considerations), and none is observed. With an α

width of 23(3) keV and a sp α width of 13.5 keV, we obtain an
α spectroscopic factor of 1.70(22), drastically different from
the value of 51(19) in 10Be, though not statistically different.
Various workers have suggested that these states might have
very large radii, because of their supposed αnnα extended
structure. We find that doubling the radius of the well increases
the sp width in 10Be by about a factor of 5 (to 2.2 eV), greatly
reducing the value of S, but still leaving it at 10(4) for the 10Be
2+ state. Milin et al. [15] used an 18-MeV 6He beam on a 6Li
target to investigate the 6He(6Li,d)10Be reaction. The 2+ and
nearby 3− states were not resolved, but using the finite-range
DWBA, they found that Sα(3− + 2+)/Sα(2+

1) ∼ 3.

TABLE I. Excitation energies and decays of 2+ and 4+ cluster states in 10Be. (Energies in MeV, widths in keV).

Initial state Decay Final state En or Eα �expt � or L,N �sp S

Ex J π Ex J π

7.54 2+ 9Be + n 0 3/2− 0.730 6.3(8) 1 ∼700 �0.01
6He + α 0 0+ 0.129 22(8) × 10−3 2,2 0.43 × 10−3 a 51(19) a

10.15 4+ 9Be + n 0 3/2− 3.34 Not seen 3 220 —
1.68 1/2+ 1.69 Not seen 4 0.47 —
3.05 5/2+ 0.29 Not seen 2 5.1 —

6He + α 0 0+ 2.74 130(10) 4,1 42 3.1(2)
1.8 2+ 0.94 153(22) 2,2 65 2.4(3)

aDoubling the potential-well radius increases �sp to 2.2 eV, and hence S = 10(4).
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TABLE II. Decays of 10Be(7.542) and 10B(8.894) 2+ states. (Widths in keV, unless stated otherwise.)

Nucleus Nucleon decay α decay

�expt �sp S �expt �sp S

10Be 6.3(8) ∼700 <0.01 22(8) eV 0.43 eV 51(19)
10B 12.6(13) ∼1500 <0.02 23(3)a 13.5 1.70(22)

aα decay to 6Li∗(0+,T = 1).

C. 4+

The history of the search for the 4+ member of this band has
been outlined above. It now appears firmly established as the
state at 10.15 MeV, with �0 = 130(10) keV, �0/� = 0.46(3),
with no neutron decays observed. (The width for g.s. n decay
is said to be less than 10−3 of the α width.) With an α sp
width of 42 keV for g.s. decay, we get Sα = 3.1(2). If the
remaining width of 153(22) keV is α decay to the 2+ state,
our sp α width of 65 keV leads to Sα = 2.4(3) for this decay.
Again, increasing the radius would reduce the S’s somewhat.
The analog 4+ state in 10B has not been identified. The neutron
and α decays of these 2+ and 4+ states are listed in Table I. No
neutron decays have yet been observed for either of the two
4+ states, but the only quantitative limit is for the lower 4+
state to 9Be(g.s.): �[10.15→9Be(g.s.)] is <10−3 of �tot [1].
Alpha decays of both 4+ states to the first excited state of 6He
have been reported [27], but no branching ratios or widths are
given. For possible mixing of 4+ states, see Sec. IV.

D. OTHER STATES

If these 0+, 2+, and 4+ states have (sd)2 character, then
in the range of about 9–10 MeV excitation there should exist
three other (sd)2 states with Jπ = 0+, 2+, and 3+. Nothing
is known about them at this point. These three states will be
difficult to populate. One has unnatural parity, and the other
two have very little 2n cluster strength. The lower 0+ and
2+ have most of this (sd)2 cluster strength. The published
wave functions for (sd)2 0+ states in 14C in Ref. [4] provide
2n cluster spectroscopic factors of S2n(0+

1 ) = 0.807 and
S2n(0+

2 ) = 0.015. These calculations ignored the d3/2 orbital.
Including it would increase both numbers slightly. Similar
remarks hold for the 2+ states. All three of these states in
14,16C are very weak in the 12,14C(t,p) reactions, and they
are still unknown in 12Be. If 8Be were stable, it might have
been possible to populate them in 10Be via the (t,p) reaction.
Coupled with all this is the general difficulty of populating
non-yrast states at high excitation. If 4+ mixing is indeed
present, and the first 4+ has been pushed down by this mixing,
these states might be above the 4+.

To make (sd)2 states with J > 4 requires excitation of
the 8Be core. For example, coupling the (sd)2 4+ state to
the 2+ first excited state of 8Be would produce a 6+ level
at about 13.2 MeV, along with several lower-J (J = 2 − 5)
states. Exciting 8Be to 4+ would produce an 8+ state near
21.5 MeV. The configuration 8Be(2+) × (sd)2

2 would produce
another 4+ state near 10.57 MeV. The highest-J members of
these core-excited multiplets are plotted in Fig. 4.

For a rotational band, with the moment-of-inertia parameter
obtained from the 0+-2+ splitting, the 6+state would be at

15.7 MeV, and the 8+ at 22.5 MeV. If, instead, these states
are of (sd)4 character, as suggested in at least one paper [28],
the band will (without 6He core excitation) extend to 8+. That
paper predicts the 6+ state near 14 MeV. None of these 6+ and
8+ states have been identified.

The energies of the supposed (sd)2 states (lowest states of
Jπ = 0+, 2+, and 4+) in 10Be are compared in Fig. 5 with those
in 12Be and 14,16C. The similarity is apparent.

IV. OTHER p-SHELL STATES

The p-shell calculations [29] produce other states: 0+,
11.1 MeV; 1+, 8.1 and 10.2 (plus two higher); 2+, 9.2 and
10.3 MeV, 3+, 9.8 and 13.3 MeV (plus two higher); and 4+,
11.6, 15.7, and 16.7 MeV. The first 3+ and one 2+ state might
correspond to the states near 9.6 and 9.4 MeV, respectively. The
4+ is probably at 11.76 MeV. In fact, there is some indication
of mixing between this 4+ and the (sd)2 state. The 10.15-MeV
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FIG. 4. (Color online) Ex vs J(J + 1) for the 0+
2 band (diamonds),

for yrast (sd)2 states in 14C (squares), for the extended rotational band
(solid line), and for the hypothetical band built on 8Be(2+) (dashed
line). The last would have the lowest-energy 6+ state.
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6.18      0+

4.14     4+
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FIG. 5. Energy levels of (sd)2 yrast states in 10,12Be and 14,16C,
with 4+ states aligned.

state is lower in energy than would be expected from the
0+-2+ splitting, and the 11.76 -MeV state is higher than the 4+
member of a “g.s. band” should be. (See Fig 2.) If this mixing
is present, the lower state could have acquired additional α

strength at the expense of the upper [which has a total (all α)
width of 120(10) keV] [3]. A p-shell 4+ state at 11.76 MeV has
a sp α width of 165 keV for decay to 6He(g.s.) and 1.1 MeV
for L = 2 decay to the 2+ state. If the 11.76-MeV state has
Jπ = 6+, as suggested in Ref. [21], its sp α width for g.s.
decay is 0.73 keV, and for decay to 6He(2+) it is 29 keV. Given
that the experimental width of this state is 120(10) keV [3], it
is unlikely to be 6+.

V. SUMMARY

We have examined the properties of the supposed 0+,
2+, and 4+ members of the 0+

2 band and their analogs in

10B. Mixing with the underlying p-shell states is essentially
nonexistent for the 0+ and 2+ members, but could be important
for 4+. We have computed α-particle and nucleon sp widths
for 2+ and 4+ states, and compared them to measured widths
to produce spectroscopic factors. The 2+ state in 10Be has
a spectroscopic factor that is much too large (but with a
large uncertainty). Its analog in 10B has a reasonable value
(though still large). Even with a radius increased by a factor
of 2, Sα in 10Be is still too large—both on an absolute scale
and by comparison with the analog in 10B. We expect that a
remeasurement of the BR will result in a much smaller value,
in the vicinity of 1.4 × 10−4, or less.

The 4+ and 2+ states have large Sα . It is likely that
the 0+ state also does. There is nothing wrong with having
Sα > 1. The three rotational-band 0+, 2+, and 4+ states in 8Be
all have Sα ∼ 1.5 [30]. Coupling two sd-shell neutrons to this
intrinsic structure and then recoupling to make 6He ×α should
still provide large Sα , even though here the α will consist of
two nucleons in the p shell and two in sd, rather than four
in the p shell. This is another example of the principle that
each mass partition is separately complete [31]. States can
simultaneously have large Sn and large Sα .

Finally, the purity of the 4+ states (and possible mixing
with the p-shell 4+) could perhaps be probed by looking
for n decays from them. The most likely neutron decay of
the (sd)2 4+ state is to the 5/2+ state of 9Be, for which the
spectroscopic factor is about 1.9 and the sp width is 5 keV. One
signature of 4+ mixing would be the observation of neutron
decay of the 11.76-MeV 4+ state to 9Be(5/2+) (allowed only
through mixing), for which the sp width is about 450 keV.
We expect the (sd)2 4+ analog state to be at about 11.6 MeV
in 10B. Observation of its α decay to 0+ and 2+ T = 1 states
of 6Li could shed additional light on the structure of these
states.

[1] M. Freer et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 96, 042501 (2006).
[2] N. Curtis, D. D. Caussyn, N. R. Fletcher, F. Marechal, N. Fay,

and D. Robson, Phys. Rev. C 64, 044604 (2001).
[3] D. R. Tilley, J. H. Kelly, J. L. Godwin, D. J. Millener, J. E.

Purcell, C. G. Sheu, and H. R. Weller, Nucl. Phys. A 745, 155
(2004).

[4] H. T. Fortune, M. E. Cobern, S. Mordechai, G. E. Moore,
S. Lafrance, and R. Middleton, Phys. Rev. Lett. 40, 1236 (1978).

[5] H. T. Fortune, G.-B. Liu, and D. E. Alburger, Phys. Rev. C 50,
1355 (1994).

[6] Y. Kanada-En’yo, H. Horiuchi, and A. Dote, J. Phys. G 24, 1499
(1998).

[7] N. Itagaki and S. Okabe, Phys. Rev. C 61, 044306 (2000).
[8] L. H. de la Pena, P. O. Hess, G. Levai, and A. Algora, J. Phys.

G 27, 2019 (2001).
[9] P. Descouvement, Nucl. Phys. A 699, 463 (2002).

[10] K. Arai, Phys. Rev. C 69, 014309 (2004).
[11] M. Ito, K. Kato, and K. Ikeda, Phys. Lett. B 588, 43 (2004);

M. Ito, ibid. 636, 293 (2006).
[12] Ming-Fei Zhong et al., Chin. Phys. Lett. 27, 022103 (2010).
[13] S. Hamada, M. Yasue, S. Kubono, M. H. Tanaka, and R. J.

Peterson, Phys. Rev. C 49, 3192 (1994).
[14] N. Soic et al., Europhys. Lett. 34, 7 (1996).

[15] M. Milin et al., Europhys. Lett. 48, 616 (1999).
[16] M. Freer et al., Phys. Rev. C 63, 034301 (2001).
[17] J. A. Liendo, N. Curtis, D. D. Caussyn, N. R. Fletcher, and

T. Kurtukian-Nieto, Phys. Rev. C 65, 034317 (2002).
[18] N. I. Ashwood et al., Phys. Rev. C 68, 017603 (2003).
[19] D. Miljanic, Phys. Rev. C 69, 017303 (2004).
[20] S. Ahmed et al., Phys. Rev. C 69, 024303 (2004).
[21] N. Curtis et al., Phys. Rev. C 70, 014305 (2004).
[22] M. Milin et al., Nucl. Phys. A 753, 263 (2005).
[23] N. Curtis et al., Phys. Rev. C 73, 057301 (2006).
[24] H. G. Bohlen, T. Dorsch, Tz. Kokalova, W. von Oertzen,

Ch. Schulz, and C. Wheldon, Phys. Rev. C 75, 054604 (2007).
[25] H. T. Fortune and G. S. Stephans, Phys. Rev. C 25, 1 (1982).
[26] H. T. Fortune and R. Sherr, Phys. Rev. C 73, 064302(2006).
[27] D. Miljanic et al., Fizika B 10, 235 (2001).
[28] R. Wolsky, I. A. Gnilozub, S. D. Kurgalin, and Yu. M.

Tchuvil’sky, Phys. At. Nucl. 73, 1405 (2010).
[29] S. Cohen and D. Kurath, Nucl. Phys. A 101, 1 (1967); 141, 145

(1970).
[30] D. Kurath, Phys. Rev. C 7, 1390 (1973).
[31] K. Wildermuth, “Notes on the Nuclear Cluster Model,” Florida

State University, (1964); K. Wildermuth and W. McClure,
Cluster Representations of Nuclei (Springer, New York, 1966).

024304-5

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.042501
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.64.044604
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2004.09.059
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2004.09.059
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.40.1236
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.50.1355
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.50.1355
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0954-3899/24/8/025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0954-3899/24/8/025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.61.044306
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0954-3899/27/10/305
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0954-3899/27/10/305
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0375-9474(01)01286-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.69.014309
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2004.01.090
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2006.03.063
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0256-307X/27/2/022103
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.49.3192
http://dx.doi.org/10.1209/epl/i1996-00407-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1209/epl/i1999-00528-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.63.034301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.65.034317
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.68.017603
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.69.017303
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.69.024303
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.70.014305
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2005.02.154
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.73.057301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.75.054604
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.25.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.73.064302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1134/S1063778810080144
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0375-9474(67)90285-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0375-9474(70)90300-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0375-9474(70)90300-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.7.1390

