arXiv:nucl-ex/0406025v1 23 Jun 2004

α-decay of excited states in^{11}C and^{11}B

N. Soić^{a,b}, M. Freer^a, L. Donadille^{a,1}, N. M. Clarke^a, P. J. Leask^a, W. N. Catford^c, K. L. Jones^{c,2}, D. Mahboub^c, B. R. Fulton^d, B. J. Greenhalgh^d, D. L. Watson^d and D. C. Weisser^e

aSchool of Physics and Astronomy, University of Birmingham, Edgbaston, Birmingham B15 2TT, United Kingdom bRud̄er Bošković Institute, Bijenička 54, HR-10000 Zagreb, Croatia cSchool of Electronics and Physical Sciences, University of Surrey, Guildford, Surrey, GU2 5XH, United Kingdom dDepartment of Physics, University of York, Heslington, York, YO10 5DD, United Kingdom eDepartment of Nuclear Physics, The Australian National University, Canberra ACT 0200, Australia

Abstract

Studies of the^{16}O(^9Be,α^7Be)^{14}C and^7Li(^9Be,α^7Li)^5He reactions at E_{beam}=70 MeV have been performed using resonant particle spectroscopy techniques. The^{11}C excited states decaying into α+^7Be(gs) are observed at 8.65, 9.85, 10.7 and 12.1 MeV as well as possible states at 12.6 and 13.4 MeV. This result is the first observation of α-decay for excited states above 9 MeV. The α+^7Li(gs) decay of^{11}B excited states at 9.2, 10.3, 10.55, 11.2, (11.4), 11.8, 12.5, (13.0), 13.1, (14.0), 14.35, (17.4) and (18.6) MeV is observed. The decay processes are used to indicate the possible three-centre 2α+^3He(^3H) cluster structure of observed states. Two rotational bands corresponding to very deformed structures are suggested for the positiveparity states. Excitations of some observed T=1/2 resonances coincide with the energies of T=3/2 states which are the isobaric analogs of the lowest^{11}Be states. Some of these states may have mixed isospin.

Key words: Nuclear reactions^{16}O+^9Be and^7Li+^9Be;^{11}C and^{11}B levels deduced; 4He+^7Be and^4He+^7Li decays; cluster structure PACS: 21.60.Gx, 23.20.En, 25.70.Ef, 27.20.+n

Preprint submitted to Elsevier Science 9 March 2018

1 Introduction

It is well known that many light nuclei possess a prominent cluster structure and that the α-particle has an important impact on their structure. In recent years, special attention has focused on beryllium isotopes where well developed cluster structure was found in^{8,9,10}Be and tentative evidence for such behaviour was found in^{11,12,14}Be [1,2, and references therein]. For example, recent measurements have provided evidence for an α+^6He cluster structure in^{10}Be [3,4,5,6,7] and for a^6He+^6He structure in^{12}Be [4], and the unusual structural properties of^{11}Be have also attracted significant interest [8,9,10,11]. Measurements of the helium-cluster breakup and neutron removal cross-sections suggest that neutron-rich Be isotopes possess a strong structural overlap with an α+Xn+α configuration [12]. It appears that properties of beryllium nuclei may be well described in terms of the sharing of the valence neutrons between the two α-cores in a manner which is reminiscent of the covalent binding of atomic molecules. The presence of a 3α cluster structure in 12C provides an extension to this idea. The recent studies of the α-decaying states in^{13}C [13] and^{14}C [14] have found indications of molecular structures in these nuclei and tentative evidence for the chain structure has been found in^{13}C [15].

It is interesting to investigate influence of α-clustering on the structural properties of the neutron deficient nucleus^{11}C and also on boron isotopes which are situated between the beryllium and carbon nuclei. One particulary interesting issue is the existence of multi-centre structures in^{11}B, are they two-centre, as in Be isotopes, or three-centre as in C isotopes? Detailed knowledge of the structure of boron isotopes may help in understanding of the molecular nature of light nuclei and its evolution from two- to three-centre structures. Although 11C and particulary^{11}B nuclei have been studied extensively, the experimental evidence for cluster structures is rather scarce. It is worth mentioning that α+^7Be and α+^7Li reactions and structure of^{11}C and^{11}B are also of considerable astrophysical interest: the^7Be(α,γ)^{11}C reaction is starting point of the hot pp chain and^7Li(α,γ)^{11}B is the main production process of^{11}B in the big-bang nucleosynthesis. We present here results of the experimental studies which probe cluster structure of^{11}C and^{11}B via the α-decay of their excited states. The^{11}C excited states have been studied using the^{16}O(^9Be,α^7Be)^{14}C reaction and study of the^{11}B excited states has been performed using the 7Li(^9Be,α^7Li)^5He reaction. It is the two-nucleon transfer processes onto the cluster nucleus^9Be which provides a possible mechanism by which the multi-

1 Present address: CEA-Saclay, DAPNIA/SPhN, Bt. 703, Pice 162, F-91191 Gif sur Yvette Cedex, France 2 Present address: GSI, Gesellschaft für Schwerionenforschung mbH, Planckstrasse 1, D-64291 Darmstadt, Germany centre cluster structures may be populated.

2 Experimental Details

The measurements were performed at the Australian National University’s 14UD tandem accelerator facility. A 70 MeV^9Be beam, of intensity 3 enA, was incident on a 100 μgcm^{−2} Li_2O_3 foil.

Reaction products formed by interaction of^9Be with the target were detected in an array of four charged particle telescopes. These telescopes contained three elements which allowed the detection of a wide range of particle types, from protons to Z=4 to 5 nuclei. The first elements were thin, 70μm, 5×5 cm^2 silicon detectors segmented into four smaller squares (quadrants). The second elements were position-sensitive strip detectors with the same active area as the quadrant detectors, but divided into 16 position-sensitive strips. These strips were arranged so that the position axis gave maximum resolution in the measurement of scattering angles. Finally, 2.5 cm thick CsI detectors were used to stop highly penetrating light particles. These detector telescopes provided charge and mass resolution up to Be, allowing the final states of interest to be unambiguously identified. The position and energy resolution of the telescopes was ∼1 mm and 300 keV, respectively. Calibration of the detectors was performed using elastic scattering measurements of^9Be from^{197}Au and 12C targets. The four telescopes were arranged in a cross-like arrangement, separated by azimuthal angles of 90^∘. Two opposing detectors were located with their centres at 17.3^∘ and 17.8^∘ (telescopes 1 and 2) from the beam axis and with the strip detector 130 mm from the target, covering angular range from ∼7^∘ to ∼28^∘. The remaining pair were at the slightly larger angles of 28.6^∘ and 29.7^∘ (telescopes 3 and 4), 136 mm from the target and these telescopes covered angles from ∼20^∘ to ∼38^∘. In the data acquisition system singles events were suppressed by factor 1000 and coincident events between any pair of telescopes were recorded.

3 Results

3.1^{11}C

The α-decay of excited states in^{11}C has been studied using the^{16}O(^9Be, 11C* → α+^7Be)^{14}C reaction (Q = -14.602 MeV). The^4He and^7Be loci are well resolved in the particle identification spectra and the measurement of the energies and angles of these detected particles permitted the kinematics of the

Fig. 1. Total energy spectra for the^4He+^7Be (a) coincidences detected in telescopes T1 and T2, (b) events when both particles are detected in the same telescope T1 or T2. Statistical uncertainties are presented only.

reaction to be fully reconstructed. Figure 1 shows the spectra for the total energy in the reaction (a) for events when decay products were coincidently detected in telescopes T1 and T2 and (b) in the case when both α and^7Be were detected in the same telescope T1 or T2, assuming a^{14}C recoil. The strongest peak in the spectrum shown in Fig. 1(a) at E_{tot}=55.4 MeV corresponds to the 16O(^9Be,α^7Be) reaction. The energy resolution in this spectrum is 1.3 MeV, hence the contributions from the^7Be ground state and the first excited state, separated 429 keV, are unresolved. The three less intense peaks at lower total energy correspond to the^{12}C(^9Be,α^7Be)^{10}Be reaction (E_{tot}=50.5 MeV), the reaction on^{16}O when the recoiled^{14}C nucleus is excited to the second excited J^π=0^+ state at 6.5894 MeV (E_{tot}=48.8 MeV) and the reaction on^{12}C target when the undetected^{10}Be is excited to the first excited state (E_{tot}=47.1 MeV). There is small peak at the proper total energy (E_{tot}=55.4 MeV) also in the spectrum shown in Fig. 1(b), but the background contribution in this case is comparable to the reaction contribution. These events, double hits in T1 or T2, predominantly correspond to the small relative energy between the fragments and therefore to the excitations in^{11}C* close to the decay threshold.

By selecting only the events associated with the peaks in the total energy spectra corresponding to the^{16}O(^9Be,α^7Be)^{14}C reaction it is possible to reconstruct the^{11}C excitation energy from the relative velocity of the two decay fragments. Figure 2 shows the^{11}C excitation energy spectra for (a) the events detected in the two opposing telescopes (T1+T2) and for (b) double hits in the same telescope (T1 or T2). However, given that there are three particles in the final state, it is possible that they arise from decays of either^{18}O into α+^{14}C or^{21}Ne into^7Be+^{14}C. Both of these possibilities were reconstructed and it is clear that there are no contributions from either of these decay processes. Figure 2 also shows results of the detection efficiency calculations for the specific detection geometry performed using Monte Carlo simulations in which isotropic^{11}C production and decay was assumed. The spectrum in Fig.2(a) is shown normalised for the detection efficiency in Fig. 6(b). The excitation energy range covered for the coincidence events in T1+T2 is from 8.4 to 17.5 MeV and for the double hit events is from the threshold energy for the α+^7Be decay (E_{thr}=7.543 MeV) up to 10.5 MeV. The experimental excitation energy resolution is calculated to be 200-300 keV, close to the values found for the α+^9Be [13] and α+^{10}Be [14] events in the same data. The uncertainty in the excitation energy is 100 keV. The excitation energy spectrum in Fig. 2(a) shows strong peaks at 8.65, 9.85, 10.7 and 12.1 MeV and there is some evidence for additional peaks at 12.6 and 13.4 MeV. We note that no further peaks could be found in other telescope combinations. The spectrum in Fig. 2(b) provides evidence for a peak at 8.65 MeV. The observed states are presented in Table 1. Given that the decays to the^7Be ground and the first excited state are unresolved in the total energy spectra, both processes may contribute to the^{11}C excitation energy spectra. These may be resolved in a two dimensional total energy versus^{11}C excitation energy spectrum. The peaks in the excitation spectrum corresponding to decays to the first excited state in^7Be should appear at the lower energy side of the peak in total energy spectrum and would lie 429 keV below the peaks from the decays to the ground state. Such satellite peaks are not observed and main peaks observed in the 11C excitation energy spectra spread over the entire range of the reaction peak in the total energy spectrum. In other words, identical excitation energy spectra were obtained gating on the lower and higher energy side of the reaction peak in the total energy spectrum. Consequently, this analysis provides evidence for only α+^7Be(gs) decay of^{11}C states. However, a weak contribution of the α+^7Be*(1/2^−) decay cannot be excluded and is probably obscured in our data by the more intense decay to the^7Be ground state. Because of the considerable background for events of double hits in the same telescope, the excitation energy spectra were reconstructed for events below and above the reaction peak in the total energy spectrum. These spectra corresponding to the background events showed no evidence for the 8.65 MeV peak.

The coincident detection of decay fragments in T1+T2 corresponds mainly to^{11}C* emission at forward angles up to 20^∘ in the centre-of-mass system, there are almost no events for centre-of-mass emission angles greater than 30^∘. In the case of double hits in the same telescope (T1 or T2) the^{11}C* emission angle is larger than in the former case, the largest part of the events corresponds to the centre-of-mass angles between 20^∘ and 35^∘. The number of

Fig. 2.^{11}C excitation energy spectra (a) for decays detected in telescopes T1 and T2 in coincidence and (b) for the events when both particles were detected in the same telescope T1 or T2. Error bars represent statistical errors. The curves represent α+^7Be detection efficiency calculated for the particular setup of detectors (right scale).

events in this latter case is much smaller, by a factor of 40 (see Fig. 1), which cannot be explained by changes in the detection efficiency (see Fig. 2) or in the reaction kinematics. Comparing the two spectra in Fig. 1 and considering the fact that the number of T3+T4 coincidences is much smaller than the number of T1+T2 events and that there are no double hits in T3 and T4 telescopes, as well as the decrease of the T1+T2 yield with^{11}C* emission angle, it is evident that the reaction cross section decreases rapidly with increasing^{11}C* emission angle. This suggests that the main reaction mechanism for the population of^{11}C states was two-proton pickup to the cluster nucleus^9Be. The other possible direct process,^5He knockout from^{16}O (or two step α+n transfer) is very unlikely because the^5He spectroscopic factor in^{16}O is very small and such a process would enhance reaction cross section at larger^{11}C* emission angles.

An analysis of the angular distributions and angular correlations for the states observed in Fig. 2 using the techniques given in Ref. [16] was performed, but these were found to be featureless. This is a consequence of the number of reaction amplitudes contributing to the reaction process due to the presence of nonzero spin nuclei in both the entrance and exit channels.

Fig. 3. Total energy spectra for the^4He+^7Li (a) events coincidently detected in telescopes T1 and T2, (b) events when both particles are detected in the same telescope T1 or T2 and (c) coincident events in telescopes T3 and T4.

3.2^{11}B

A study of the α-decay of^{11}B excited states has been performed using the 7Li(^9Be,^{11}B* → α+^7Li)^5He reaction (Q = -2.4 MeV). The^7Li locus is resolved in the particle identification spectra and only partially overlaps with the intense^6Li locus. The total energy spectra for this reaction are shown in Fig. 3(a) for coincident events where decay products were detected in telescopes T1 and T2, (b) in the case when both α and^7Li were detected in the same telescope T1 or T2 and (c) for coincident detection in telescopes T3 and T4. The most intense peak in these spectra, at E_{tot}=67.5 MeV, corresponds to the above reaction. Due to the experimental resolution and width of the^5He ground state (600 keV), the contributions from the^7Li ground and

Fig. 4.^{11}B excitation energy spectra (a) for events detected in telescopes T1 and T2 in coincidence, (b) for the events when both particles were detected in the same telescope T1 or T2 and (c) for the decays detected in T3 and T4. Error bars represent statistical errors. The curves represent α+^7Li detection efficiency calculated for the particular setup of detectors (right scale).

the first excited state (separated 478 keV) are unresolved and the widths of the peaks in the total energy spectra are ∼2 MeV. The highest energy peak at 72.6 MeV seen in Fig. 3(a) arises from α+^6Li coincidences from the very strong^1H+^9Be −→ α+^6Li reaction leaking through the^7Li selection windows. The α+^6Li*(3.56 MeV, T=1) events from the same reaction produce a shoulder on the reaction peak around E_{tot}=69 MeV. The threshold for the 7Li+^9Be −→ 2α+^7Li+n channel is at 68.4 MeV and both the^5He* → α+n and^8Li* →^7Li+n processes may contribute at lower total energy. A broad bump with a maximum around 63 MeV results from the contributions of very broad^5He*(1/2^−) state and broad^8Li states between 5 and 10 MeV and also from the^7Li(^9Be,α^6Li) events. This is also seen in Fig. 3(c). There is also another bump in spectrum (a) around 57.5 MeV arising from the (^9Be,α^7Li) reaction on the oxygen component in the target.

By gating on the reaction peak in the total energy spectra, and selecting only the events associated with the α+^7Li+^5He exit channel,^{11}B excitation energy spectra can be reconstructed. Figure 4 shows such spectra for (a) the small angle detector pair events (T1+T2), (b) double hit events in T1 or T2, and (c) for the larger angle pair events (T3+T4). Again, no additional information on the^{11}B excitation energy spectrum was obtained from other telescope combinations. The three-body final state can be also produced via the decay of either^9Be into α+^5He or^{12}B into^7Li+^5He. The reconstructed 12B excitation energy spectra show no evidence for the^7Li+^5He decay. In addition, the^9Be excitation energy spectra for the T1+T2 events and double hit events in T1 or T2 show that there is no contribution from the α+^5He decay for these detection geometries. The^9Be excitation spectra for T3+T4 events show evidence for the known α+^5He decay of the excited states at 2.4, ∼6.5 and ∼11.5 MeV which was also observed in [17]. The contributions from the^9Be states below 8.6 MeV in excitation were removed from the spectrum in Fig. 4(c) but a weak contribution from the 11.5 MeV state, and possible higher states, remains. The results of the detection efficiency calculations for the α+^7Li decay of^{11}B are also presented in Fig. 4. Again, the spectrum in Fig. 4(a) is shown in Fig. 6(a) normalised for the variation in detection efficiency. The^{11}B excitation energy spectra extend from the threshold at 8.664 MeV (Fig. 4(b)) to ∼30 MeV (Fig. 4(c)). The uncertainty in the excitation energy is 100 keV, and the experimental excitation energy resolution for the low excitations is again calculated to be 200-300 keV. The spectrum in Fig. 4(a) shows clear resonances at 10.3, 10.55, 11.2, 11.8, 12.5, 13.1 and 14.35 MeV and there are indications for additional peaks at 11.4, 13.0, 14.0 and ∼17.4 MeV. In the spectrum for the events in the same telescope, Fig. 4(b), peaks are observed at 9.2, 10.25 and 11.15 MeV. The 9.2 MeV state is also observed in the T3+T3 and T4+T4 data. The spectrum for the T3+T4 events, Fig. 4(c), indicates a state at 17.4 MeV and a weak state at 18.6 MeV. The observed states are presented in Table 2. These spectra contain possible contributions from both the decays to the ground and the first excited state of^7Li. An analysis identical to the one performed for the^{11}C data, gives evidence for only α+^7Li(gs) decay of the^{11}B excited states. Thus, the much weaker α+^7Li*(1/2^−) decay is again hidden in our data by the dominant decay into^7Li(gs).

The main reaction mechanism for the population of^{11}B excited states when decay fragments were detected at forward angles (T1+T2 coincidences for which the^{11}B* centre-of-mass emission angle was mainly less than 20^∘) is expected to be deutron (or n+p) pickup from^7Li to^9Be. At larger^{11}B* emission angles (for the largest part of T3+T4 coincidences centre-of-mass emission angle was between 10^∘ and 30^∘ and for double hits in T1 or T2 it is mainly between 30^∘ and 60^∘) contributions from α-transfer from^9Be to^7Li are also possible.

The analysis of the angular distributions and angular correlations were performed for the main states observed in Fig. 4 but these were found to be featureless and did not give any information about the spin of the states. The angular distributions for the detection of^{11}B* in T1+T2 showed a strong peak at very forward angles and then a decrease in yield with increasing^{11}B* angle. These characteristics are consistent with the direct reaction mechanism.

4 Discussion

4.1^{11}C

The^{11}C excited states observed in the present measurement as well as the information about α-decaying states from previous measurements [18,19] and known levels from the tabulation of the^{11}C states [20] are presented in Table 1. The threshold energy for the α+^7Be, p+^{10}B, 2α+^3He,^8Be+^3He and n+^{10}C decays are at 7.543, 8.6896, 9.131, 9.223 and 13.120 MeV respectively. Our results show a number of α-decaying states above the proton threshold energy, which may be an indication of their α-cluster structure.

The only published coincidence measurement of the^{11}C* → α+^7Be decay performed using the^6Li(^{10}B,α^7Be)^5He reaction at E_{beam}=65 MeV [18] reports states at 8.10, 8.42 and 8.655 MeV also decaying only to the^7Be ground state. In both this and the present measurement, the contributions to the peak at 8.65 MeV may come from the very narrow states at 8.655 (7/2^+) and 8.699 MeV (5/2^+) [21]. It is worth mentioning that the 5/2^+ state, which is only 10 keV above the threshold for proton decay, strongly enhances the cross section of the astrophysically important^{10}B(p,α) reaction [22]. We do not observe the 8.10 (3/2^−) and 8.42 MeV (5/2^−) states in our spectra. These two negative-parity states were observed in the only published study of the 7Be(α,γ) reaction [19] which provided following results: Γ_γ =0.35 eV, Γ_α=4-18 eV (most probable value is 6 eV) for the 8.1045 MeV state and Γ_γ =3 eV, Γ_α=13 eV for the 8.42 MeV state. Their very small widths for the α-decay may be understood to be a consequence of the Coulomb barrier and also the centrifugal barrier in the case of the 5/2^− state for which decay proceeds with L=2.

From Fig. 2(b) it is evident that the detection efficiency for these lower excitations is higher than for the 8.65 MeV state and absence of these two states in the present spectrum cannot be a consequence of the detection geometry. One possible explanation is that the different^{11}C* population mechanisms

Table 1 11C excited states decaying into α+^7Be(gs) from the present measurement, the previous measurements of the^6Li(^{10}B,α^7Be) [18] and^7Be(α,γ) [19] reactions and known levels at these excitations from the tabulations of Ref. [20]. The uncertainty in the excitation energy of the present measurement is 100 keV.

Present Ref. [18] Ref. [19] Tabulations [20] E_x (MeV) E_x (MeV) E_x (MeV) E_x (MeV) Width (keV) J ; T Reference 8.10 8.105 8.1045 11 eV 3/2^− [23,57] 8.42 8.421 8.420 15 eV 5/2^− [21,23,24,25,32,35,57] 8.65 8.655 8.655 ≤ 5 7/2^+ [21,23,24,35,57] 8.699 15 5/2^+ [21,22,23,24,25,35,57] 9.20 500 5/2^+ [24] 9.65 210 (3/2^−) [24,25] 9.85 9.78 240 (5/2^−) [23,24,25,27,28] 9.97 120 (7/2^−) [24,57] 10.083 230 7/2^+ [23,24,27,28] 10.7 10.679 200 9/2^+ [23,24,26,27,57] 11.03 300 [23,33] 11.44 360 [26,29] 12.1 12.16 270 T=3/2 [30] 12.4 1-2 MeV π=- 12.51 490 1/2^−; 3/2 [30,31,32,33,34,35] (12.6) 12.65 360 (7/2^+) [26,33] (13.01) 13.33 270 [26,33] (13.4) 13.4 1100 [57] play a role, i.e. single proton transfer to^{10}B(3^+) in Ref. [18] and two proton transfer to^9Be(3/2^−) in the present case. But, given that^{10}B ground state corresponds to p_{3/2} proton coupled to the^9Be(gs) core, these two reactions are expected to be quite similar.

Simple semiclassical considerations, which assume that the transfer crosssection would be large when the velocities of the incident and final nuclei are the same, shows that the kinematics of the present measurement prefers population of^{11}C states with transferred value L=3-4, while the measurements in Ref. [18] prefer L=1-2 transfers. It should be mentioned that the results from the measurements of the^9Be(^3He,n)^{11}C reaction [23] at E_{beam}=10.5 and 13 MeV (this kinematics prefers L=2 transfer of two protons) provided also clear evidence for the 3/2^−, 5/2^− states. From the angular distributions obtained in these measurements, it was concluded that the 8.105 MeV state structure should be (p^5_{3/2})_{3/2}p^2_{1/2}, the 8.42 MeV state has structure (p^6_{3/2})_3p_{1/2}, the 5/2^+, 7/2^+ states at 8.7 MeV show large components of s_{1/2} and also d_{5/2} particles added to (p^6_{3/2})_3 and the most probable configuration of the 10.679 MeV state is (p^6_{3/2})_3d_{5/2}.

The next peak in the present spectra at 9.85 MeV corresponds to at least two known α-decaying states at 9.65 and 10.083 MeV, but contributions of the all four known states between 9.6 and 10.1 MeV are possible. The list of levels between 8 and 11 MeV accepted in the tabulations of Ref. [20] was established in a detailed study of the^{10}B(p,γ)^{11}C reaction [24] which found three negativeparity states for excitations between 9.6 and 10.0 MeV. A recent measurement of the astrophysically important^{10}B(⃗p,γ)^{11}C reaction at low energy [25] has shown that the two p-wave resonances at 9.65 and 9.78 MeV, as well as the 8.420 MeV J^π=5/2^− subthreshold state, also contribute to the capture process.

The 10.7 MeV peak in the present spectrum corresponds to the known 9/2^+ α-decaying state at 10.679 MeV. The 10.67, 12.65 and 13.33 MeV states were observed in the measurement of the^{10}B(p,α)^7Be(gs) reaction [26] which also provided evidence for the 11.44 MeV state in^7Be*(1/2^−) channel and for some states at higher excitations. The other measurements of the same reaction report states at 10.09, 10.68 MeV [27] and 9.76, 10.06 MeV [28]. Absence of the 11.03 MeV state, which is populated in two proton transfer reaction [23], in our spectra provides evidence for its very small α width and preferential decay by proton emission. The α+^7Be*(1/2^−) decay of the 11.44 MeV state was also observed in the measurements of the^{10}B(p,αγ) reaction [29]. Evidently, it does not decay, or decays weakly, into^7Be(gs) channel which may imply that its spin is 1/2^−.

The unexpected result observed in the present data is the strong α+^7Be(gs) decay of the 12.1 MeV state (which means T=1/2), which is believed to be the isobaric analogue state of the T=3/2^{11}Be ground state. This value of isospin has been accepted in the tabulations of the^{11}C properties [20], but comes from only one published experimental work [30]. These measurements of the 11B(^3He,t),^9Be(^3He,n) and^{10}B(p,p’)^{10}B*(1.74 MeV, T=1) reactions gave very tentative evidence for isobaric analogue states of the three lowest^{11}Be states at 12.17, 12.57 and 13.92 MeV. The observed weak peaks attributed to the 12.17 MeV state are questionable in the spectra of all these reactions, which populate states of both isospin values 1/2 and 3/2. In the other measurement of the^9Be(^3He,n) reaction [31] levels observed at 12.5, 13.7 and 14.7 MeV were tentatively identified as the analogs of the three lowest excited states in 11Be. Measurements of the^{13}C(p,t) reaction [32,33,34] provided evidence for the T=3/2, J^π=1/2^− state at 12.47 MeV with total width of 500 keV which is the analog of the first excited state in^{11}Be. This state was also observed in the^{12}C(π^+,p) but not in the^{12}C(p,d) reaction which confirms its T=3/2 character [35].

It seems from these results that the 1/2^− and even 5/2^+ state have been identified experimentally, but the status of the 1/2^+ state is unclear. Our result provides evidence for a previously unobserved T=1/2 state at 12.1 MeV whose width is comparable to the width of the 10.679 MeV state, which is 200 keV (the peaks at 10.7 and 12.1 MeV in Fig. 2(a) have the same experimental width of 400 keV). This state may be the same state observed in Ref. [30]. We should emphasize that, except in Ref. [30], the present result is the only observation of the state in this excitation region (11.4-12.4 MeV). If this state is really the isobaric analogue state of the^{11}Be ground state, as was claimed in [30,20], it has a very strong and unexpected isospin mixing. A simpler explanation may be that the 12.1 MeV level is indeed T=1/2 and possesses an alternative (rotational) structure, and the true (1/2^+,3/2) state in^{11}C has not yet been identified experimentally. We return to this point later (section 4.3).

4.2^{11}B

Table 2 presents the observed α-decaying^{11}B excited states in the present measurement and known states from the tabulations of Ref. [20]. The threshold energies for the α+^7Li, 2α+t,^8Be+t, p+^{10}Be, n+^{10}B and d+^9Be decays are at 8.664, 11.131, 11.223, 11.228, 11.454 and 15.815 MeV, respectively. Once again, the observed α-decay of states above the thresholds for other decay channels may indicate the α-cluster structure of these states.

The lowest energy peak in our^{11}B excitation spectra (Fig. 4) appears at 9.2 MeV and corresponds to the 7/2^+, 5/2^+ doublet of very narrow states at this excitation. Absence of the 8.9202 MeV 5/2^− state, which is only 256 keV above the threshold, can be explained in terms of the Coulomb and centrifugal barrier (it decays with L=2). These three states have been observed in the measurement of the^7Li(α,γ) reaction [19] in which radiative and α-partial widths for these states were extracted. A very small α width for the 8.9202 MeV state was found (Γ_γ /Γ ≈ 1) and for the 9.185 MeV state it was found that γ width is about 10% of the total width.

The next peaks in the present spectra are at 10.3 and 10.55 MeV which correspond to the 3/2^− state at 10.26 MeV and 5/2^− at 10.33 MeV, and the 10.597 MeV 7/2^+ state. The strongest observed peak corresponds to the 11.265 MeV 9/2^+ state. Slight asymmetry in its shape at higher energy may be due to the

Table 2 11B excited states decaying into α+^7Li(gs) from the present measurement and known unbound states below 19 MeV from the tabulations of Ref. [20]. The uncertainty in the excitation energy of the present measurement is 100 keV.

Present Tabulations [20] E_x (MeV) E_x (MeV) Width (keV) J; T Reference 8.9202 4.37 eV 5/2^− [19,32,34,43,45] 9.2 9.1850 2 eV 7/2^+ [19,38,43] 9.2744 4 5/2^+ [19,37,38,43] 9.82 (1/2^+) 9.876 110 3/2^+ [36,37,38,43] 10.3 10.26 150 3/2^− [36,37,38,39,43,45] 10.33 110 5/2^− [36,37,38,39,43,45] 10.55 10.597 100 7/2^+ [36,37,38,40,43,45] 10.96 4500 5/2^− [36,38] 11.2 11.265 110 9/2^+ [36,38,41,43] (11.4) 11.444 103 [36,37,38,39,43] 11.600 170 5/2^+ [34,36,38,40,43] 11.8 11.886 200 5/2^− [36,40,43] 12.0 ∼1000 7/2^+ [36] 12.5 12.557 210 1/2^+ (3/2^+); 3/2 [30,36,39,41,42,43] (13.0) 12.916 200 1/2^−; 3/2 [30,32,33,34,42,43,45] 13.1 13.137 426 9/2^− [36,40,43] 13.16 430 5/2^+,7/2^+ [39,40] (14.0) 14.04 500 11/2^+ [36,39,40,42] 14.35 14.34 254 5/2^+; 3/2 [30,39,41,42,43] 14.565 ≤30 [36,43,45] 15.29 250 (3/2,5/2,7/2)^+ ;(3/2) [40,42,45] 16.437 ≤30 T=3/2 [43,44,45] 17.33 ∼1000 (17.4) 17.43 100 T=3/2 [43,44] 18.0 870 T=3/2 [43] (18.6) 18.37 260 (1/2,3/2,5/2)^+ [44]

11.444 MeV state. The next weak peak is the 11.886 MeV 5/2^− state. These states are all known as α-decaying states from many studies.

The measurements of the^7Li+α elastic and inelastic scattering to the first excited state of^7Li [36] found evidence for the states at 10.34, 10.60, 11.29, 11.49 and 12.55 MeV in the elastic channel and 9.88, 10.25, 10.60, 10.96, 11.29, 11.49, 11.60, 11.88 and 12.55 MeV in the inelastic channel, and also indications of levels at 12.04, 13.03, 14.05, 14.69 and 15.79 MeV. A study of the^7Li(α,γ)^{11}B and^7Li(α,γα)^7Li*(0.478 MeV) reactions [37] reported states at 9.28, 9.88, 10.26, 10.32 and 10.62 MeV and also an indication of a level at 10.45 MeV. In a kinematically complete measurement of the^{14}N(n,2α)^7Li reaction [38] the α+^7Li(gs) decay of the states at 9.19, 9.277, 10.25 and 10.60 MeV was observed. Coincidence measurements of the^9Be+^6Li reaction [39] provided evidence for the α-decaying levels in^{11}B at 10.3, 11.4, 12.6, 13.16, 13.5, 14.0 and 14.4 MeV.

Our results show a peak at 13.1 MeV, which corresponds to both the 13.137 MeV 9/2^− and 13.16 5/2^+ (or 7/2^+) state [40] and also indicate a weak broad state at 14.0 MeV which corresponds to the 11/2^+ state at 14.04 MeV and there may be some indication of the state at 18.6 MeV in Fig. 4(c).

A curious feature of the present results is the observation of the α+^7Li(gs) decay, which means isospin T=1/2, of the excited states at 12.557, 12.916, 14.34 and 17.43 MeV proposed to be the isobaric analogue states of the^{11}Be states which have T=3/2. The 12.557 MeV state, which should be the analogue of the ground state, is strong in our spectra as well as 14.34 MeV 5/2^+ state. The widths of these states estimated from Fig. 4(a) are in agreement with their accepted values 200-250 keV [20]. The 12.916 1/2^− state is close to the peak at 13.1 MeV, but there is good evidence for an additional peak around 13.0 MeV in our spectra. The peak observed in Fig. 4(c) at 17.4 MeV may correspond to the previously observed state at 17.43 MeV claimed to be T=3/2 state. The 12.55 MeV state was also observed in the^7Li+α scattering [36] and the^9Be+^6Li reaction [39] where the 14.4 MeV state was also observed. The resonances at 12.5 and 14.3 MeV (and also 11.3 MeV) have also been observed in recent measurement of the^7Li(^7Li,^7Liα) reaction [41].

Information about T=3/2 states in^{11}B has been obtained from a number of measurements of different reactions. A measurement of the^{10}Be(p,γ) reaction provided evidence for the states at 12.55, 12.91, 14.33 and 15.3 MeV which were identified as the analogues of the lowest four states in^{11}Be [42]. A study of the^9Be(^3He,p) and^9Be(α,d) reactions [43] found evidences for the T=3/2 states at 12.56, 12.92, 14.47, 16.44, 17.69, 18.0, 19.15 and 21.27 MeV. It was concluded that the 16.44, 17.69, 18.06 and 19.15 MeV states had a rather pure isospin 3/2, whereas the first two may have small admixtures of T=1/2 since they were seen in the isospin-forbidden^9Be+d reaction [44]. The 14.47 MeV state was suggested to correspond to the 14.33 MeV excitation and thus to have a strongly mixed isospin because it appeared in the spectra from both reactions (detailed discussion of its properties was presented in Ref. [43]). We note that these observations are in good agreement with the present results. The 17.69 MeV state observed in the above work may be the 17.43 MeV state observed in the present measurements.

A measurement of the^{14}C(p,α) reaction [45] showed the population of broad resonances at 12.92, 15.29, 16.50 and 19.07 MeV which were proposed to be T=3/2 negative parity states. The 12.92 MeV state was also observed in the^{13}C(p,^3He) reaction [32,33,34]. From all the available data on T=3/2 states in^{11}B it seems that, at least, the lowest states have been identified experimentally. However, the earlier measurements together with the present analysis points to a significant T=1/2 contribution.

We should note that as in the case of^{11}C there is an alternative explanation of the some of the states observed in the present measurement in terms of rotational bands.

4.3 Common features of the^{11}B and^{11}C excited states

As just indicated, there are two possible interpretations of the present data. The first is that several of the observed states coincide with known T=3/2 states, in which case isospin mixing is signalled. Alternatively, the peaks may have a genuine T=1/2 character and may be linked to rotational bands. We deal with each of these possibilities in turn.

First the T=3/2 states in both nuclei will be examined. If the presented states are indeed those identified with T=3/2 character, then our results show that the lowest three T=3/2 levels in^{11}B and the first T=3/2 level in^{11}C probably have large isospin mixing. In the^{11}B case this is confirmed by other published results of observations of the T=1/2 resonances at excitations proposed for the T=3/2 levels.

The results of several calculations [46,47] suggest that the 1/2^+, T=3/2 levels in^{11}B and^{11}C have been misidentified. But the latest published results [48] of potential-model calculations using more appropriate R-matrix definitions for the energy and width of an unbound level, and many-channel R-matrix theory, have found reasonable agreement with the experimental excitations but possible disagreement in the widths. It has been proposed that isospin mixing can resolve confusion with T=3/2 states in^{11}B and^{11}C. Shell-model calculations [48,49,50] suggest a 1/2^+, T=1/2 partner state near the 1/2^+, T=3/2 state. Also, both the shell-model [51,52,53] and three-cluster model calculations [54] of^{11}B predict 1/2^−, T=1/2 state above the α+^7Li decay

Fig. 5. The members of proposed positive-parity rotational bands in^{11}B and^{11}C. Excitation energies of states are shown as function of J(J+1). The positions of possible 9/2^+ states in K=3/2^+ bands are marked with open circles.

threshold which may mix with the T=3/2 partner state, but this state has not been observed. Two parentages appear in these states, wave functions of 11B T=3/2 states contain one third of^{10}Be⊗p and two thirds of^{10}B*(T=1)⊗n while^{11}C states are two thirds of^{10}B*(T=1)⊗p and one third of^{10}C⊗n. The weak coupling model calculations in a complete 1h̄ω basis [49] showed that the T=3/2^{11}B positive parity states wave functions are quite simple, these states consist mainly of the proton in the sd-shell coupled to the^{10}Be ground state and components of the sd-shell proton coupled to the^{10}Be first excited state. There is the possibility for T=1/2 positive parity states at these excitations based upon the configurations with the ground state of^8Be as an inert core and three particles in (2s,1d) shell [55] and also for negative parity states with two particles in the sd-shell, which have large overlap with the α+^7Li structure. These states may then mix with the observed T=3/2 states of the same spin and parity.

We now examine the possible rotational behaviour of the mirror nuclei. An interesting result was obtained in the Nilsson-Strutinsky cranking model calculations for the positive-parity yrast states of^{11}C and^{11}B [56]. Based on available experimental data, rotational bands with K=5/2^+ were proposed beginning at 7.286 and 6.905 MeV in^{11}B and^{11}C respectively, with rotational members at 9.185 and 8.655 (7/2^+), 11.265 and 10.679 (9/2^+) and 14.04 and 13.33 MeV (11/2^+) (see Fig. 5). The moment of inertia I of these bands is very large, with a rotational parameter h̄^2/2I of 0.25 MeV for^{11}B and 0.24 MeV for^{11}C (for comparison rotational parameter for the^8Be ground state band is 0.5 MeV) which would correspond to an extremely deformed structure. Two alternative explanations were offered for these bands, the first was that there are three particles promoted to the sd-shell [220]1/2^+, but that was in conflict with the generally accepted signature selection rule. The second explanation, which seems more likely, was that the bands could be a 1p-1h excitation to the sd-shell, presumably the oblate coupled [202]5/2^+ orbit leaving an unpaired neutron and proton in the p-shell.

What is interesting here, is that the present results show the population of the members of rotational bands in the reactions which involve two-nucleons transferred to the cluster nucleus^9Be and their strong α+^7Li(^7Be) decay. This fact indicates that the configurations of these states are rather complicated, because simple 1p-1h configuration would strongly decay by single-nucleon emission.

In^{11}B spectra all the members 7/2^+, 9/2^+ and 11/2^+ are present while in^{11}C spectra the 7/2^+ and 9/2^+ states are clearly seen and there is small bump in the^{11}C spectra at 13.4 MeV. The assigned 11/2^+ member in Ref. [56], the 13.33 MeV state with width of 270 keV observed in Ref. [26], has no experimentally measured spin and parity. Comparing the widths of the known states of both nuclei in the compilations [20], it seems that the broad state observed at 13.4 MeV is better candidate for that level. The excitation of this level is not unambiguously confirmed and it may correspond to broad state observed in the^{12}C(p,d) measurement [57] at 13.22 ± 0.25 MeV.

Interestingly, there is another possible positive-parity band in both^{11}B and 11C with K=3/2^+, beginning at excitation energies 7.97784 and 7.4997 MeV, respectively. Rotational members at 9.274 and 8.699 MeV (5/2^+) and 10.597 and 10.083 MeV (7/2^+), which are observed in the present spectra, form the linear J(J+1) energy plot presented in Fig. 5. The rotational parameter h̄^2/2I of these two bands would be 0.215 MeV.

It should be noted that the 9/2^+ members of these bands (open circles in Fig. 5) would be at 12.6 MeV in^{11}B and 12.1 MeV in^{11}C, they are very close to the excitations of the proposed 1/2^+ T=3/2 states and exactly at excitations where are resonances in the present spectra. This offers an alternative explanation of these peaks in our spectra: they may be the 9/2^+ T=1/2 members of the very deformed bands and their excitations just coincide with the energies of the first T=3/2 states. In that case there is no isospin mixing between states of different isospin. Clearly, determination of the spins and parities of these states will answer this ambiguity.

Fig. 6. Comparison of the^{11}B and^{11}C excitation energy spectra from the present measurements. Spectra are normalised for detection efficiency and shifted so that the 7/2^+, 5/2^+ doublets are aligned. Lines mark positions of the states with the same value of the spin and parity populated in both nuclei. The positions of the bands members are marked with the same symbols as in Fig. 5. The excitations of the isobaric analogs of the lowest three^{11}Be states are marked with stars.

An interesting feature of the present results (see Fig. 6, which shows the efficiency corrected excitation energy spectra) is that we observe the same series of excited states at the lower excitations in both nuclei: unresolved doublet of 7/2^+, 5/2^+ states (marked ’a’ in Fig. 6), a 3/2^−, 5/2^−, 7/2^+ triplet (’b’ in Fig. 6) which is ∼1.2 MeV above the doublet, 9/2^+ state (’c’) at an excitation of 2 MeV higher then the doublet, then the proposed isobaric analogs of the^{11}Be ground state (’d’) which are ∼3.4 MeV above the doublet, and then weak states, which are probably 7/2^+ (’e’) and 11/2^+ (’f’), and which are 3.9 and 4.8 MeV above the doublet’s excitation. All states observed in 11C appear also as strong resonances in the^{11}B spectra. However, we have observed more states at higher excitations in^{11}B and also some weak states at lower excitations, which are mising in the^{11}C spectra. This is probably due to the very different Q-value of the reactions used in the studies of the 11B (Q=-2.461 MeV) and^{11}C (Q=-14.602 MeV) and the different kinematical conditions in the reactions. These strongly excited states observed in α-decay of both the^{11}B and^{11}C should have the same structure. Observed strong α+^7Li(α+^7Be) decay of these mirror states produced in the reactions involving transfer of two nucleons onto the 2α+n cluster nucleus^9Be and known α+^3H (α+^3He) cluster structure of^7Li (^7Be) suggest 2α+^3H (2α+^3He) threecentre cluster structure of the^{11}B (^{11}C) excited states. Support for existence of such structure in^{11}B and^{11}C can be found in the three-cluster Generator Coordinate Method calculations [54], simple cluster model calculations [58] and three-cluster orthogonality condition model calculations [59] which provide a reasonable description of the^{11}B and^{11}C. This three-centre structure is also consistent with the results of the antisymmetrized molecular dynamics calculations of^{11}B [60] and^{11}C [61] which showed that even ground state and the lowest excited states possess deformed three-centre structure. The existing cluster models calculations have not examined the rotational structures of the three-centre configurations and such calculations would be extremely useful for the understanding of the^{11}B and^{11}C properties.

The Nilsson deformed single-particle level scheme indicates that for oblate deformations the [202]5/2^+, [202]3/2^+ and [200]1/2^+ orbits descend from the sd-shell. Excitations of a proton (neutron) in^{11}B (^{11}C) to these orbits would permit the formation of K=5/2^+ and 3/2^+ bands in the case of the first two. This gives an indication that the observed structures may be oblate in character.

An additional neutron introduced into the 2α+^3He system produces well known 3α structure of^{12}C which is then three-centre core for proposed molecular structures formed by addition of valence neutrons around it [15,62,63]. In contrast, the 2α+^3H system in^{11}B is the most stable three-centre structure in boron isotopes and addition of a neutron would result in molecular neutron orbital around that core. Indications for such structure in^{12}B have been found in the α+^8Li decay of excited states in the present data [64] and some other studies of the^7Li+^9Be −→ 2α+^8Li [65,66] and^7Li(^7Li,^8Liα) [41] reactions.

5 Summary

Measurements of the^{16}O(^9Be,α^7Be)^{14}C and^7Li(^9Be,α^7Li)^5He reactions at E_{beam}=70 MeV provide evidence for α+^7Be(gs) and α+^7Li(gs) decay of excited states in^{11}C and^{11}B. The^{11}C excitation energy spectra provide evidence for resonances at 8.65, 9.85, 10.7 and 12.1 MeV and indications for peaks at

12.6 and 13.4 MeV. This result is the first direct observation of α-decay for states above 9 MeV. The^{11}B excitation energy spectra show resonances at 9.2, 10.3, 10.55, 11.2, (11.4), 11.8, 12.5, (13.0), 13.1, (14.0), 14.35, (17.4) and (18.6) MeV. The observed α+^7Li decay extends the excitation energy range in^{11}B for this decay channel. Given the nature of the reaction processes, two-nucleon transfer onto the 2α+n cluster nucleus^9Be, and the α-decay of excited states at excitations where various decay channels are possible, as well as known α+t(^3He) structure of^7Li(^7Be), it is possible that these states are linked with the three-centre 2α+t(^3He) cluster structure. This cluster structure appears to be more prominent in the positive-parity states, where two rotational bands corresponding to very deformed structure are suggested. The K=5/2^+ bands consist of 5/2^+, 7/2^+, 9/2^+ and 11/2^+ members and have rotational parameter h̄^2/2I of 0.25 MeV. The rotational parameter of the K=3/2^+ bands with 3/2^+, 5/2^+, 7/2^+ and possible 9/2^+ members is 0.215 MeV. It is likely that these states are associated with oblate type structures similar to those found recently in the calculations of the rotational behaviour of^{14}C [62].

Excitations of some of the observed T=1/2 resonances coincide with the positions of T=3/2 states which are the isobaric analogue states of the lowest^{11}Be states, which would indicate mixed isospin. In this case, the states observed at excitations which correspond to the analogs of the^{11}Be ground state with J^π=1/2^+ may be the 1/2^+, T=1/2 states which mix with the analogues, or alternatively the 9/2^+ members of the K=3/2^+ rotational bands. It is clear that the determination of the spins and parities of these states are imperative in order to understand structure of^{11}B and^{11}C excited states. Due to the large number of reaction amplitudes contributing to the reaction processes, resulting from the presence of nonzero spin nuclei in the entrance and exit channels, the angular distributions and angular correlations in the present measurements did not provide information on the spin and parity of the observed states. Additional measurements capable of determining such information are planned for the near future. The available theoretical calculations have not examined such three-centre systems, where there are holes rather than particles being exchanged between α-particles. Additional calculations are important to further improve our understanding of the proposed structures.

Acknowledgments

The authors would like to acknowledge the assistance of ANU personnel in running the accelerator. NS is grateful to M. Milin for many useful discussions. This work was carried out under a formal agreement between the U.K. Engineering and Physical Sciences Research Council and the Australian National University. PJL, BJG and KLJ would like to acknowledge the EPSRC for financial support.

References

[1] W. von Oertzen, Z. Phys. A357 (1997) 355.

[2] M. Freer, C. R. Physique 4 (2003) 475.

[3] N. Soić, S. Blagus, M. Bogovac, S. Fazinić, M. Lattuada, M. Milin, Dj. Miljanić, D. Rendić, C. Spitaleri, T. Tadić and M. Zadro, Europhys. Lett. 34 (1996) 7.

[4] M. Freer, J. C. Angelique, L. Axelsson, B. Benoit, U. Bergmann, W. N. Catford, S. P. G. Chappell, N. M. Clarke, N. Curtis, A. D’Arrigo, E. de Goes Brennard, O. Dorvaux, B. R. Fulton, G. Giardina, C. Gregori, S. Grevy, F. Hanappe, G. Kelly, M. Labiche, C. Le Brun, S. Leenhardt, M. Lewitowicz, K. Markenroth, F. M. Marques, J. T. Murgatroyd, T. Nilsson, A. Ninane, N. A. Orr, I. Piqueras, M. G.Saint Laurent, S. M. Singer, O. Sorlin, L. Stuttgeand D. L. Watson, Phys. Rev. Lett. 82 (1999) 1383. , Phys. Rev. C 63 (2001) 034301.

[5] M. Milin, M. Aliotta, S. Cherubini, T. Davinson, A. Di Pietro, P. Figuera, W.

Galster, Dj. Miljanić, A. Ninane, A. N. Ostrowski, A. C. Shotter, N. Soić, C. Spitaleri and M. Zadro, Europhys. Lett. 48 (1999) 616.

[6] N. Curtis, D. D. Caussyn, N. R. Fletcher, F. Marechal, N. Fay and D. Robson, Phys. Rev. C 64 (2001) 044604

[7] J. A. Liendo, N. Curtis, D. D. Caussyn, N. R. Fletcher and T. Kurtukian Nieto, Phys. Rev. C 65 (2002) 034317.

[8] R. Palit, P. Adrich, T. Aumann, K. Boretzky, B. V. Carlson, D. Cortina, U.

Datta Pramanik, Th. W. Elze, H. Emling, H. Geissel, M. Hellstrom, K. L. Jones, J. V. Kratz, R. Kulessa, Y. Leifels, A. Leistenschneider, G. Munzenberg, C. Nociforo, P. Reiter, H. Simon, K. Summerer and W. Walus, Phys. Rev. C 68 (2003) 034318.

[9] H. G. Bohlen, R. Kalpakchieva, W. von Oertzen, T. N. Massey, B. Gebauer, S. M. Grimes, T. Kokalova, H. Lenske, A. Lenz, M. Milin, Ch. Schulz, S. Thummerer, S. Torilov and A. Tumino, Nucl. Phys. A 722 (2003) 3c.

[10] J. S. Winfield, S. Fortier, W. N. Catford, S. Pita, N. A. Orr, J. Van de Wiele, Y. Blumenfeld, R. Chapman, S. P. G. Chappell, N. M. Clarke, N. Curtis, M. Freer, S. Gales, H. Langevin-Joliot, H. Laurent, I. Lhenry, J. M. Maison, P. Roussel-Chomaz, M. Shawcross, K. Spohr, T. Suomijarvi and A. de Vismes, Nucl.Phys. A 683 (2001) 48.

[11] F. Cappuzzello, A. Cunsolo, S. Fortier, A. Foti, M. Khaled, H. Laurent, H.

Lenske, J. M. Maison, A. L. Melita, C. Nociforo, L. Rosier, C. Stephan, L. Tassan-Got, J. S. Winfield and H. H. Wolter, Phys. Lett. 516B (2001) 21.

[12] N. I. Ashwood, M. Freer, S. Ahmed, J. C. Angélique, V. Bouchat, W. N. Catford, N. M. Clarke, N. Curtis, O. Dorvaux, B. R. Fulton, F. Hanappe, Y. Kerckx, M. Labiche, J. L. Lecouey, R. C. Lemmon, F. M. Marqués, T. Materna, A. Ninane, G. Normand, N. A. Orr, S. Pain, N. Soić, L. Stuttgé, C. Timis, A. Unshakova, J. S. Winfield and V. A. Ziman, Phys. Lett. B 580 (2004) 129.

[13] N. Soić, M. Freer, L. Donadille, N. M. Clarke, P. J. Leask, W. N. Catford, K.

L. Jones, D. Mahboub, B. R. Fulton, B. J. Greenhalgh, D. L. Watson, and D. C. Weisser, Nucl. Phys. A 728 (2003) 12.

[14] N. Soić, M. Freer, L. Donadille, N. M. Clarke, P. J. Leask, W. N. Catford, K.

L. Jones, D. Mahboub, B. R. Fulton, B. J. Greenhalgh, D. L. Watson, and D. C. Weisser, Phys. Rev. C 68 (2003) 014321.

[15] M. Milin, and W. von Oertzen, Eur. Phys. J. A 14 (2002) 295. [16] M. Freer, Nucl. Instrum. Methods A 383 (1996) 463.

[17] N. Soić, D. Cali, S. Cherubini, E. Costanzo, M. Lattuada, Dj. Miljanić, S.

Romano, C. Spitaleri and M. Zadro, Europhys. Lett. 41 (1998) 489. [18] C. Lee, D. D. Caussyn, N. R. Fletcher, D. L. Gay, M. B. Hopson, J. A. Liendo, S. H. Myers, M. A. Tiede, and J. W. Baker, Phys. Rev. C 58 (1998) 1005.

[19] G. Hardie, B. W. Filippone, A. J. Elwyn, M. Wiescher, and R. E. Segel, Phys.

Rev. C 29 (1984) 1199.

[20] F. Ajzenberg-Selove, Nucl. Phys. A 506 (1990) 1.

[21] H. T. Fortune, H. G. Bingham, J. D. Garett and R. Middleton, Phys. Rev. C 7 (1973) 136.

[22] C. Angulo, S. Engstler, G. Raimann, C. Rolfs, W. H. Schulte and E. Somorjai, Z. Phys. A 345 (1993) 231.

[23] H. Fuchs, K. Grabisch, D. Hilscher, U. Jahnke, H. Kluge, T. Masterson and H.

Morgenstern, Nucl. Phys. A 234 (1974) 61.

[24] M. Wiescher, R. N. Boyd, S. L. Blatt, L. J. Rybarcyk, J. A. Spizuoco, R. E.

Azuma, E. T. H. Clifford, J. D. King, J. Görres, C. Rolfs and A. Vlieks, Phys. Rev. C 28 (1983) 1431.

[25] A. P. Tonchev, S. O. Nelson, K. Sabourov, B. T. Crowley, K. Joshi, H. R. Weller, J. H. Kelley, R. M. Prior, M. Spraker and N. Kalantar-Nayestanaki, Phys. Rev. C 68 (2003) 045803.

[26] J. G. Jenkin, L. G. Earwaker and E. W. Titterton, Nucl. Phys. 50 (1964) 516. [27] J. C. Overlay and W. Whaling, Phys. Rev. 128 (1962) 315. [28] J. W. Cronin, Phys. Rev. 101 (1956) 298.

[29] Y. Rihet, G. Costa, C. Gerardin and R. Seltz, Phys. Rev. C 20 (1979) 1583. [30] B. A. Watson, C. C. Chang and M. Hassinoff, Nucl. Phys. A 173 (1971) 634. [31] O. D. Brill’, A. D. Vongai and A. A. Ogloblin, Izv. Akad. Nauk SSSR Ser. Fiz.

33 (1969) 615.

[32] S. W. Cosper, R. L. McGrath, J. Cerny, C. C. Maples, G. W. Goth and D. G.

Fleming, Phys. Rev. 176 (1968) 1113.

[33] W. Benenson, E. Kashy, D. H. Kong-A-Siou, A. Moalem and H. Nann, Phys.

Rev. C 9 (1974) 2130.

[34] J. A. Macdonald, J. Cerny, J. C. Hardy, H. L. Harney, A. D. Bacher and G. R.

Plattner, Phys. Rev. C 9 (1974) 1694.

[35] J. F. Amann, P. D. Barnes, K. G. R. Doss, S. A. Dytman, R. A. Eisenstein, J.

D. Sherman and W. R. Wharton, Phys. Rev. Lett. 40 (1978) 758. [36] R. Y. Cusson, Nucl. Phys. 86 (1966) 481.

[37] P. Paul, N. G. Puttaswamy, D. Kohler, Phys. Rev. 164 (1967) 1332. [38] G. Schmidt, J. Mösner and J. Schintlmeister, Nucl. Phys. A 173 (1971) 449. [39] R. Jambunathan and R. K. Hobbie, Phys. Rev. 172 (1968) 1065. [40] S. L. Hausladen, C. E. Nelson and R. O. Lane, Nucl. Phys. A 217 (1973) 563. [41] N. R. Fletcher, D. D. Caussyn, F. Marechal, N. Curtis and J. A. Liendo, Phys.

Rev. C 68 (2003) 024316.

[42] D. R. Goosman, E. G. Adelberger and K. A. Snover, Phys. Rev. C 1 (1970) 123.

[43] B. Zwieglinski, W. Benenson, G. M. Crawley, S. Gales and D. Weber, Nucl.

Phys. A 389 (1982) 301.

[44] B. Zwieglinski, A. Saganek, I. Sledzinska and Z. Wilhelmi, Nucl. Phys. A 250 (1975) 93.

[45] R. Aryaeinejad, W. R. Falk, N. E. Davison, J. N. Knudson and J. R. Campbell, Nucl. Phys. A 436 (1985) 1.

[46] H. T. Fortune, Phys. Rev. C 52 (1995) 2261. [47] R. Sherr and H. T. Fortune, Phys. Rev. C 64 (2001) 064307. [48] F. C. Barker, Phys. Rev. C 69 (2004) 024310. [49] W. D. Teeters and D. Kurath, Nucl. Phys. A 275 (1977) 61. [50] H. U. Jäger and M. Kirchbach, Nucl. Phys. A 291 (1977) 52. [51] S. Cohen and D. Kurath, Nucl. Phys. 73 (1965) 1. [52] S. Cohen and D. Kurath, Nucl. Phys. A 141 (1970) 145.

[53] A. A. Wolters, A. G. M. Hees and P. W. M. Glaudemans, Phys. Rev. C 42 (1990) 2062.

[54] P. Descouvemont, Nucl. Phys. A 584 (1995) 532. [55] W. W. True and E. K. Warburton, Nucl. Phys. 22 (1961) 426. [56] I. Ragnarsson, S. Aberg, H. B. Hakansson and R. K. Sheline, Nucl. Phys. A 361 (1981) 1.

[57] G. R. Smith, J. R. Shepard, R. L. Boudrie, R. J. Peterson, G. S. Adams, T. S.

Bauer, G. J. Igo, G. Pauletta, C. A. Whitten Jr., A. Wriekat, B. Hoistad and G. W. Hoffman, Phys. Rev. C 30 (1984) 593.

[58] A. Kabir and B. Buck, Nucl. Phys. A 533 (1991) 215.

[59] H. Furutani, H. Kanada, T. Kaneko, S. Nagata, H. Nishioka, S. Okabe, S. Saito, T. Sakuda and M. Seya, Prog. Theor. Phys. Suppl. 68 (1980) 193.

[60] Y. Kanada-En’yo and H. Horiuchi, Phys. Rev. C 52 (1995) 647.

[61] Y. Kanada-En’yo and H. Horiuchi, Phys. Rev. C 55 (1997) 2860.

[62] N. Itagaki, T. Otsuka, K. Ikeda and S. Okabe, Phys. Rev. Lett. 92 (2004) 142501.

[63] N. Itagaki, S. Okabe, K. Ikeda and I. Tanihata, Phys. Rev. C 64 014301 (2001)

[64] N. Soić, M. Freer, L. Donadille, N. M. Clarke, P. J. Leask, W. N. Catford, K.

L. Jones, D. Mahboub, B. R. Fulton, B. J. Greenhalgh and D. L. Watson, in: K. Ikeda, I. Tanihata, H. Horiuchi (Eds.), Proceedings of the 8th International Conference on Clustering Aspects of Nuclear Structure and Dynamics, Nara Japan 2003, Nucl. Phys. A. 738 (2004) 347.

[65] N. Soić, S. Cherubini, M. Lattuada, D. Miljanić, S. Romano, C. Spitaleri and M. Zadro, Europhys. Lett. 63 (2003) 524.

[66] N. Soić, S. Cherubini, M. Lattuada, Dj. Miljanić, S. Romano, C. Spitaleri and M. Zadro, Fizika (Zagreb) B 12 (2003) 153.