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Elastic and inelastic scattering

1 Introduction

Elastic scattering of radioactive nuclei is also sensitive to their matter distribution.
This is due to the dependence of the optical potential on the matter distribution, as
is easily implied in the “tpp” approximation

The scattering amplitude is given in terms of the scattered wave, ¥ (r), by

_ H —ik!- + 3
£6) = =5 [T Ui &)
A simple approximation is obtained if we replace @ZJI by the plane wave, e’XT
, 1.e.,

Foa®) =~ [ Uwer s @)

This is known as the Born-approrimation. Rearranged slightly this becomes
foa0) = - j/eJQT U )dr 3)

2mh?

which we recognize as the Fourier transform of the potential evaluated at q = k—k’.
Here q is the change in momentum of the scattered particle. This momentum, q,
is transferred to the target and reappears as the recoil of the target. In terms of
the scattering angle ¢ = 2k?sin? (§/2). Thus, in this approximation, by measuring
f(0) one tests U, which by its way is related to the matter density. We will assess the
theoretical tools which allow to cross the bridge from elastic scattering measurements
to the information on the matter densities.

2 The distorted wave Born approximation

A more sophisticated version of the Born approximation is the distorted wave Born
approximation. Suppose the potential U can be written as the sum of two terms,
U = Uy + Uy, and suppose we know or can easily obtain the scattering solution for
Up,

(V241 - 0(r)} X (r) = 0 (4)

where k% = 2uF/h?. We use the notation
H, = Hy+ Uy, H = Hy + U; (5)
and the Green’s function formalism,

1 1
Gf=——— Fee———— 6
V" E—H +in E—H+in (6)

so that 4 can be written as
(E—Hy)x* =0 (7)
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and y* can be expressed in terms of plane waves states using Eq. ??. We get

1

+ + +
= ¢+ GIU where Gp= ————— . 8
XT =04 Go Ui, T T Hy )

The relation between G and Gy can be determined by using
(B A (9)

which is true for operators as well as for numbers. Hence, if A = F — H; £in and
B=F— Hy+1in we find
Gf = GF + GF UGy (10)

and reversing the definitions of A and B one find
GF = Gf - G GE (11)
Substituting Eq. 11 into Eq. 8 one gets
X" =0+ Gl - GgUix™) = 6+ G Ui (12)

The solution of the complete problem with the potentials Uy + Us obeys the
equation
(E - H)* =0 (13)

and can be expressed again in terms of y*, by using Eqs. 8 and 12
YF = X"+ G = X"+ GiUS YT (14)
The transition matrix element is given by

Ty = (¢|U1 + Uslvt) = (@|UrIxT) + (¢|ULG{ Usly™)
+(0|Ua|x ") + (¢|U2GT Ua|yp™)

where we have used Eq. 14. Now, since Gy(r,r’) is symmetric in r and r’ it follows
that
-~ - +
Go (r,r) = (/|G [r) = [(r|Ggr")] (15)

or, simply Gy = (G§)™.
Using Egs. 15 and Eq. 12 we have

(DIWGTaly™) = (GI U 9Ualy™) = (X T|U20") — (¢|U207)

and similarly, using equation 14,

(@|U2G U2y ™) = (¢lU2]") — (9]U2xT)

Thus, collecting terms the transition matrix element is given by

Ty = (¢|lU1IXT) + (x " |U2]9T) (16a)
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From Eq. 1 we see that

J(0) = 5= (@lUIw") (17)

Thus the relationship between the transition matrix element and the scattering am-
plitude is

__* 7
£(8) = — 345 Tis (18)
The result 18 can be written as
F0) = f1(0) = 5 : 2 / X ) U0 )p ) (k1 )dPr (19)

where we use the indices 1 on x to indicate that they are distorted waves generated
by the potential U;. The DWBA amplitude is obtained by approximating ¥ by

+
X17

fowna (6) = 1(0) - 30 [ W) natr o)

This approximation is good if Uy is weak compared to Uj, and is called the
“distorted-wave Born approrimation”. It is “Born” because it is first order in the
potential U but “distorted wave” because instead of using the plane waves as in
Eq. 3 we used the distorted waves x; which should be a better approximation to the
exact solution.

This approximation can be generalized to inelastic scattering. In this case,
Ui (and hence fi) is chosen to describe the elastic scattering (i.e. it is an optical
potential), while Us is the interaction which induces the non-elastic transition. The
validity of the DWBA then depends upon elastic scattering being the most important
event which occurs when two nuclei collide so that inelastic events can be treated

as perturbations. The corresponding inelastic scattering amplitude for a reaction
A(a,b)B has the form

IBipa(0) = 51 / X5 (kg ) (b, BlUsla, AN (kayra) dradirs.  (21)

We have used this result before.

Here x; has been generalized to x, and xgz. The function yx, describes the
elastic scattering in the o = a+ A entrance channel arising from an optical potential
Ua, while xg describes the elastic scattering in the 8 = b+ B exit channel arising
from a potential Ug. The potential Us which describes the non-elastic transition
depends upon the type of reaction and the model chosen to describe it.

Supplement A
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3 Polarization potentials for reactions with halo nuclei

The mean effect of the coupling between the elastic channel and excited states is expressed
by the optical potential [1]. Instead of deriving this potential from first principles, one
frequently adopts a phenomenological approach, expressing it in terms of a few parameters.
These parameters, which may have a weak energy and/or mass dependence, are then fitted
to a set of scattering data. When, however, a few channels have strong influence on the
elastic scattering, it is necessary to handle the coupling with these channels separately. One
possible approach is to express such effects as a correction to the optical potential. If one
is able to obtain this correction, usually know as a polarization potential, the calculation of
the elastic and the reaction cross sections reduces to the simple task of solving a one-channel
Schrodinger equation. This approach has been used in several situations (for a review see [2]),
including the cases of rotational [3, 4, 5, 6] and vibrational excitations and that of transfer
channels [7, 8].

In this Section we discuss the derivation of the polarization potential resulting from
the coupling to states corresponding to the removal of a halo nucleon from radioactive beam
projectiles. This potential has been calculated by Canto, Donangelo and Hussein [9] for
high energy collisions with light targets. We refer to that reference for more details on the
calculations.

Following the procedure introduced by H. Feshbach [1] for the derivation of the optical
potential, one defines the projection operators

P = ¢y >< ¢l ; Q=1-P, (22)

where @ () = ¢g(x) represents the bound state of the halo system while @ is the projector
onto states in the continuum. The polarization potential can then be written [9]

Vool (1, 1) =< 130|VQ GTQ V|py; 1 >, (23)

where V is the coupling interaction and GV is the optical Green’s operator. In order to
evaluate Eq. 23, we write the projector Q in its spectral form

Q- / 16, >< 6] da, (24)

with g standing for the set of quantum numbers that characterize the continuum states.

With introduction of representations in the space or the relative coordinate r and
with the assumption that the interaction V' is local, the polarization potential can be put in
the form

V(r,r') = F(r) GH(r,r) F(+'), (25)

with the scalar form factor

F(r)=U(r) [ / 3 (z)u?(z) dm} 1/2. (26)

In the derivation of Eq. 26, the following assumptions have been made [9]:



Polarization potentials for reactions with halo nuclei 5

e the energies of the relevant states <;5q of Eq. 24 are small as compared to the collision
energy,

e the matrix element < ¢¢|V|py > is negligible,

e the coupling potential is separable in the form: V(r,z) ~ U(r) u(z), where U(r)
is the real part of the halo nucleus-target optical potential and w(z) is an internal
excitation form factor [10].

Performing the partial waves expansion of the polarization potential and writing
the f-projected Green’s function explicitly, one gets the f-components of the polarization
potential
2p

g felbkr) B (k) | F (). (27)

Vit = 7(r) |
Above, fy(kr<) and hé+)(kr>) are respectively the regular and the outgoing solutions of
the radial equation with the optical potential.

For practical applications, it is convenient to use the trivially equivalent local poten-
tial, defined as [3]

V) = s [ V) ey ar (28)

and adopt the on-shell approximation for the Green’s function [3]. This approximation

)

It leads to a separable Green’s function and the trivially equivalent local potential takes the

amounts to replacing h2+ — 4fp and its validity has been discussed in details in [11].

form
2 o0
VP r) = =i o F(r) |5} / F(r') FR(kr') dr, (29)
0
where Sél) is the f-component of the optical S-matrix and Fy(kr) is the regular Coulomb

function [12]. To get Eq. (29), the authors of Ref. [9] have approximated the radial wave
function as fy(kr) ~ ]Sé1)|1/2 Fy(kr).

In the r-region of interest for the neutron-removal process, only the tail of U(r) is
relevant. Therefore, the form factor can be written as

f(?") = Fo 6_7”/047 with Fp = CeRo/oc r. (30)

In Eq. 30, C is a constant which can be obtained from Eq. 26, Ry = Ruip; + Riarget, and
« is the diffusiveness associated to the optical potential U (7). Replacing Eq. 30 into Eq. 29,
one gets

VPl r) = —i Wo(€, E) e/ (31)
The strength Wy (¢, E) is given by

_ |Fol?

= 2 15 Tl s), (32)

Wo(l, E)

in terms of the radial integral

L. s) = /0 T e B2 (p) dp, (33)
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where 7 is the Sommerfeld parameter and s = 1/(ka).
Using the asymptotic WKB approximation for Fy(p),

om0 +1)\ V4 p om0+ 1
Fg(p)%(l—n—(—i_)) sin Z+/ \/1—”—de, (34)
Po

p p?
where p = kr and pg is the value of p calculated at the turning point of the Rutherford

trajectory, one obtains

e s

Iy(n,s) = [ns Ko(X) + X Kyi(X)]. (35)

In Eq. 35, Ko(X) and K;(X) are modified Bessel functions with the argument

0 +1)

X=ns4/1+ 5
n

(36)
The variable X measures the distance of closest approach in a Rutherford trajectory, in units
of a.

For a comparison with the results of [9], the high energy and large ¢ limit was

investigated. In this limit the polarization potential of Eq. (31) was shown to be identical to
that obtained within the eikonal approximation [9)].

4 Elastic scattering of halo nuclei

Reactions with secondary beams have been studied at relatively high energies, Ejap, 2=
30 MeV /nucl. The distorted waves can be approximated by eikonal waves. This is
valid for small angle scattering. To see how this approximation works we consider first
the scattering of stable nuclei. The scattering amplitude in the eikonal approximation
is

£a(0) = ik / bdb Jo(qb) [1 - eix@} (37)

where
) =xe®) @), )= [ aU[VE] L e

is the nuclear eikonal phase and x(b) is the Coulomb eikonal phase appropriate for
light nuclei.

In Figure 1(a) we show the data on the elastic scattering of 17O projectiles
with an energy of Fj,, = 84 MeV /nucleon bombarding 208ph targets. Data are from
Ref. [13].

The calculation is done using Eq. 37 together with the “tpp” approximation
with the parameters for oy, anny . We see that the approximation works extremely
well (solid line). It should be said however that this system is not very sensitive to the
optical potential since it is dominated by Coulomb scattering. Note that the vertical
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Figure 1 (a) Elastic scattering of 7O projectiles with an energy of Fj,, =
84 MeV /nucleon bombarding 2°®Pb targets. (b) Elastic scattering data of 2C+!2C at
84 MeV /nucleon.

scale is a ratio of the elastic scattering cross section and the Rutherford cross section.
At 6 ~ 3° the cross section deviates from the Rutherford cross section and decreases
rapidly. This is due to the strong absorption at small impact parameters. Any poten-
tial which is strongly absorptive (large imaginary part) at small impact parameters
and rapidly decreases to zero at the strongly absorption radius will reproduce well
the data. The “tpp” potential is no exception to this.

A better test of the theory is provided by more “transparent” systems as,
e.g., 2C +12C. In Figure 1(b) we show the elastic scattering data of 2C +'2C at
84 MeV /nucleon. The scattering is not dominated by Coulomb scattering as in the
previous case. It is now much more sensitive to the optical potential chosen. The
dashed curve is the one obtained with the “tpp” approximation. We see that the
agreement is quite good at forward angles, but it fails at large angles. However, this
is not a failure of the eikonal approximation but of a good enough optical potential,
which in this case was not provided by the “tpp” approximation. To show this point
we also plot in Figure 1(b) the result of an eikonal calculation [14], but with an
adjusted optical potential (dashed line), the same one used in Ref. [13] with a full
DWBA calculation. In fact, at these energies and for not a too large scattering angle
(0 < 30°) the eikonal approximation works very well. The “tpp” also gives reasonable
results, as shown in Refs. [15] and [14]. We now turn to the elastic scattering with
radioactive beams.

Due to the low intensity of radioactive beams (~ 10% — 10* particles per
second) the elastic scattering of radioactive beams were reported [16, 17] in few
cases. To understand the motivation for such experiments let us decompose f(6)
into “near” and “far”side components. This is accomplished by first writing the



Elastic scattering of halo nuclei 8

Figure 2 Near and far decomposition of the scattering amplitude.

Bessel function Jy in Eq. 37 as
1
Jolav) = 5 [H§" (ab) + H? (a0)] (39)

where Hé @ (gb) is the Hankel function of order zero and first (second) type. Asymp-
totically, these functions behave as running waves. With that the amplitude f(0)
can be written as f(6) = foear(0) + fear(0), where frear(0) [or frar(0)] is given by

Eq. 37 with Jo(gb) replaced by %H((]z) (gb) {or ;Hél)(qb)} . The function H®)(gb)

is more sensitive to large values of b than H®(gb) does.
This fact is mainly due to the Coulomb interaction. In the limit when x(gb)
is negligible and y(¢b) is pure imaginary (no refraction) it is easy to see that the

()

following relation holds (from the properties of the H& functions)

fnear(e) = *ffzr(e) (40)

The above results in an angular distribution, f(#), that exhibits simple black-disk
Fraunhofer diffraction patterns since the near and far amplitudes are equal in mag-
nitude and interfere, as shown in Figure 2.

Back to Figure 1 we observe a small bump in the ratio-to-Rutherford cross
section before the angular distribution goes down in magnitude. This is called by the
nuclear rainbow effect. This is a situation characterized by the dominance of the far
side component over the near side. In other words, as the impact parameter decreases
the influence of the Coulomb interaction also diminishes and the nuclear force pushes
the wave strongly (refracts strongly) to the other side of the nucleus interfering there
with the other part of the wave.

At very small angles one always encounters the opposite situation, namely,
Jnear/ frar > 1, owing to the influence, on the angular region, of Coulomb repulsion
which affects mostly frear -

The motivation for the elastic scattering with radioactive beams can now be
made clear. The elastic scattering of light systems as 2C +12 C, 60 412 C and
160 +16 O shows sufficient transparency for the cross sections to be dominated by
far side scattering. It has been speculated that exotic nuclei like ''Li would exhibit
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Figure 3 (l) Elastic scattering of protons on lithium isotopes at Ejp, = 62 MeV,
reported in ref. [18]. (a) Upper data points: p +!! Li. Lower data points: p +? Li. (b)
Upper data points: p +? Li. Middle data points: p 47 Li. Lower data points: p 4 Li.
(c) p+! Li. (I1) Sketch of spin-orbit effect on elastic scattering.

much stronger absorption because of the weak binding of the excess neutrons so that
there would no longer be far-side dominance. Then the scattering would be more
characteristic of the scattering by a black sphere for which the near side and far side
amplitudes are equal at all angles and their interference produces marked diffractive
oscillations. However, we shall show here that there are good reasons to believe that
this is not so, and that the scattering is still dominated by refraction.

We first study the case of p+!'Li elastic scattering. This has been measured
and reported in Ref. [18] at Fj,, = 62 MeV. The results are shown in Fig. 3(I-a)
(upper data points) together with data for p+°Li at Ej, = 60 MeV (lower data
points). What is shown is the ratio to the Rutherford cross section. Unfortunately,
these p+°Li data are not purely elastic. Due to experimental difficulties possible
inelastic scattering to the (1/27; 2.69 MeV) excited state in ?Li could not be separated
in the °Li data. It has been estimated that the inelastic contribution was not more
than 30% of the total measured cross section [18].

One striking feature in the p+''Li angular distribution is observed; while the
angle of diffraction minimum follows from the systematics, the cross section values
are reduced as compared with those of the other isotopes. What is understood by
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1
systematics here is that the diffraction angle is proportional to 6 ~ i Since R ~

A3 then 6§ ~ 1/AY3 ie., decreases with ~ Al/3.
An eikonal calculation can be done, using 37 and a standard potential of the

form
Un(r) = =Vrfv(r)—iWg fw(r) + 4ia; Vi %fw(r)
2
L (mh c) W F5(9)] (1-5) + Veou (41)
where
fi(r) =1/{1 +exp[(r — R;)/ail} (42)

for s = V,W and S; with R; = r; AY/3. The first (second) term is the usual real
(imaginary) part of the optical potential. The third term is peaked at the surface
of the nucleus and is used to simulate a stronger absorption of the incoming nucleon
at the surface of the nucleus. It is a correction due to the Pauli blocking effect.
Since the momentum states of the nucleons are occupied in the nucleus, the incoming
nucleon has no chance to scatter into those states. This has the effect of reducing
the nucleon-nucleon cross section and consequently the absorption. At the nuclear
surface the nucleons are not as densely packed and not as many momentum states
are occupied. Therefore, nucleon-nucleon scattering is more effective, increasing the
absorption. The third term is a small correction in general.

Nucleus Set Real Imaginary Spin-orbit OR
Ve rp ar W, Wy rr ar Vs rs as (mb)

OLi A 3596 1.13 0.69 6.63 320 1.10 0.68 59 0.68 0.63 235
"Li A 3596 113 069 1515 1.06 1.14 060 59 0.71 0.63 258
ILi A 3596 1.13 0.69 18.78 0.00 1.06 0.64 59 0.76 0.63 293
Hy; A 3596 113 0.69 646 4.35 1.17 0.79 59 0.80 0.63 461

B 18.06 1.385 0.546 4.26 4.60 0.56 1.16 5.9 0.80 0.63 388

Table 8.1 - Parameters for the real part of the central potential and for the
imaginary party of the central potential. V; and W; are in MeV, and r; and a; are in
fm.

The last term in Eq. 41 is a spin-orbit correction. It follows the same principles
as the spin-orbit interaction in atoms. It causes interference between the scattering
from opposite sides of the nucleus, as shown in Fig. 3(II) where a proton with spin
up scatters from one and the other side of the nucleus. Since the angular momentum
of the proton changes sign in one and the other case, the spin-orbit interaction also
changes sign. The interference between these two situations leads to pronounced
effects in the angular distribution.

The parameters used to describe the elastic scattering of several nuclei are
shown in Table 8.1 [18]. These fits are shown in Fig. 3(I-b) together with the ex-
perimental data for 5Li, "Li and ?Li. In Fig. 3(I-c) several fits are shown which are
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Figure 4 Elastic scattering of ''Li by 12C (a) and by 28Si (b) as reported in Refs.
[16, 17].

not worth the discussion, since they fail badly to reproduce the data. They have
been generated with optical potentials based on the folding of the densities (e.g.,
the “tpp”-potential). This shows that the relationship of matter densities and elastic
scattering is not an easy task to accomplish. The solid curve is a fit obtained with the
optical potential parameters in the last row of Table 3.1. A microscopic calculation
using multiple nucleon-nucleon collisions [19] was also not able to reproduce the data
[18].

In order to understand what is the reason for this disagreement we look back
into Eq. 21. Elastic scattering occurs for a = b and A = B. Let us assume that a
represents 'Li. we see that under the action of a small interaction a wavefunction is
modified in lowest order to

) = ) + 32 Wmllend (43)
men n m
If we assume that |1),,) is the ground state this equation says that during the action
of the potential U the wavefunction acquires small components from excited states.
At the end of this process the wavefunction can return to its initial state again.
The modification of the wavefunction during the action of the potential is called by
“polarization”. It does not lead to an excitation but it has consequences.

This phenomenon can be described by a “polarization potential”, which is
proportional to the second term of Eq. 43 (see Supplement A). In ''Li there are no
excited states. In this case, the sum in Eq. 43 has to be replaced by an integral over
states in the continuum. It is believed that, since the binding energy of ''Li, or 11 Be,
is quite small, the strength* of this coupling to the states in the continuum is quite

*Not only (0|U|t)cont ) s but also Feony. — Eo is small.
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large [20]. A derivation of a polarization potential appropriate for the coupling to
the states in the continuum of a halo nucleus is presented in Supplement A.

For nucleus-nucleus elastic scattering the theoretical description is in principle
simpler since the surface and spin-orbit terms of the potential are absent. Elastic
scattering of 1'Li by 12C and 28Si have been measured [16, 17]. The data were
also contaminated by inelastic scattering. These are shown in Figs. 4 together with
fits from numerical calculations with properly chosen optical potentials. The basic
conclusion of these two works is that the optical potentials have to be of long range.
But the scattering is still dominated by refraction, i.e., frar(6) > fnear(6) [22].

The elastic scattering data can be used to discriminate between different
nuclear models for Borromean systems. A work along these lines was performed by
Thompson and collaborators [23].
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Supplement B

5 Vibrational (or deformed) potential model
The asymptotic form of the scattered wave for an unbound particle is

or e:l:z'k'r
&= e 4 1) (0)

| Xs (44)

where X, is a spin-isospin wave function.

Assuming that a residual interaction Uiy, between the projectile and target exists
and is weak we can use the DWBA result 21 for the inelastic amplitude. For a nuclear
excitation [0) — |\,), where Ay is the final angular momentum (and projection), it is
convenient to define

(kalTaulko) = (3,64 [Uintl oo dicr ) (45)
where k) is defined as
k2 R2k2
EkA — A 0 _
2M 2M
and fiw) is the excitation energy. k) is the vector ky = kyr/r.

hiw (46)

For excitation energies Tw) < EJ, , one obtains the useful relation

Mw
ky = (k2 — 2Muwy/h) " = kg (1 - hk;) (47)
0

or
w
Ak =ky — kg = =2 (48)
v
where v is the projectile velocity.
From 18 the scattering amplitude is given by

M

fou(0) = s (k[ Tulko) (49)

The differential cross section for inelastic scattering is given by

do, (6 ’
20 = PO = (o) s o) (50)

ko

For collective excitations the projectile induces small deformations of the target sur-
face. The matter density of the target will be slightly deformed by an additional term
(proportional to the derivative of the ground state density. This term in peaked at the target
surface. Since microscopically the interaction potential Uiyt can be regarded as a folding
of the nucleon-nucleon interaction and the matter densities, one expects that Uiy is also
peaked at the target surface. This carries the spirit of the Bohr-Mottelson model for collective
vibrations. The approximation is valid for light projectiles, mainly proton, «'s, C, O, etc.
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In this model, the optical potential is not spherically symmetric, but is slightly de-
formed. The equipotential surfaces of this field U, (r) are given by Eq. 77, i.e.,

rg=74 14+ o}, Vau(f) (51)
Ap

for constant 7. In other words,
Ua(rg,0) = Up(r) (52)

where Up(r) is the non-deformed field. Conversely,

T
Ua(r,0) = U -
(r,0) 0 (1 + 30k, Y,\M(r)>

dU()

= Up(r)—r

Z 0%, Yau(®) + O(a?) (53)
Thus, the residual interaction is given by

dU (
Uint = — 0 Z )‘/J' Y)\“ r g

Yu(t) (54a)

where Ry is the peak position of dUy(r)/dr .
Thus, for isoscalar excitations we can write (A > 2)

M dUp(r R
150) = ztwdas, v i (6| BOv,m|o) o)
We can rewrite it as
M 1 —1y | dUp(r) .
IS(ny _ (=1 0 (+)
50 = ootz s 01 (| Do v o)) (56)

where 0 is the deformation parameter for the nuclear excitation.
The monopole |0) — |A = 0) transition amplitude is given by

fo(0) = o a0<¢1(()’<3U0(7’)+TdUo(r)>Yoo

2mh? dr

¢ko> (57)

Assuming charge independence of the nuclear interaction, the isovector excitations
by the projectile nuclear field arise when the target has a number of protons which is different
from that of the neutrons.

From Eq. 54a the surface potential which induces isovector excitations is given by

dU(n) )k ) dU(p) R
“Ru =2 >l Vo) - Ry= 2= D ) Vau(#) (58)
Al Al
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Center of mass correction imply that

. Moy N e
df\u) = R O[( ) Y)\,LL(I.) Z (—A> RO[)‘,U' Y)\,LL(I.)

<1 _ 1>A (= (Z —/\1)

d(p) = R a()Y)\,u()

A Ap R O‘i,u YAM (f) (59)

A A

where d(™ (d(p)) is the vibrational amplitude of the neutron (proton) fluid. R is the mean
radius of the total (proton + neutron) density.
The isovector potential becomes

Q"

. . 1\* du{™ 1\* Z—1| aul?
—RY a3, Vaul(®) Z<—A> o+ <1—A> (| ¢ (60
Al

Note that if Uén) = U(gp ) and Qg\p ) = —Qg\n) there will be no isovector excitations.
If the radii of the neutron and proton potentials are slightly different

n dU

UO ) = Uo (T+R—Rn) gUg(T)—F(R—Rn) ;T(T)
dU,
Uép) = U() (’I“ + R — Rp) = Uo(?") + (R — Rp) C(l)':r)
where Up(r) is a mean potential with mean radius R.
Inserting 60 into 58 the isovector potential becomes
. R dUy = d*Up
AU = _RZO‘AHYM(I'){<Q/\ +Q )[ I +Rdr2]
Al
2
(n) g\ TU0o(r)
- (@R QP R) =

- dUy
S —RZ o, Vo) (@4 + Q) =0 (61)

Thus, for isovector excitations,

M 1 n dUo (&)
fi,Y(G):W\/ﬁéx(Qﬁ)ﬂLQx < ‘ (F)

If we now use the eikonal approximation, gi)l(:)*(r) qbl((? (r) = ear+ix(®) - the integrals in
Egs. 56, 57 and 62 become

Dy = / dPr Fy(r) Yy, (F) e'arix®) (63)

o) o)



Inelastic scattering of exotic nuclei 16

where dU,
30Uy + 7’70 , A=0
Fy(r) = dUy ' 0
@Yo , A>0
dr
Using
) 2A+1 (A —p) i
V) - \/7 o Pulcost)e "o (65)
and
/ dgp ¢/t cosdting — 9 Ju(qeb) (66)

we can write 63 as

A—p) [ :
Ly = m,/ww /0 db b J, (qib) X0

Fy (b, 2)e"*dz (67)

X

[ (=)

where (see Eq. 46)

qukjo—k‘/\cosegko—]@\%ﬂ and ¢ =2 kok/\sing (68)
A\

where 6 is the scattering angle and we use the mean wavenumber (k) = \/kok) to compute
qt -

Thus, to compute the inelastic scattering amplitudes in the deformed potential model
+ eikonal approximation one needs to calculate two simple integrals. The scattering ampli-
tudes will depend on the optical potential parameters and on deformation parameters 9y
and ag.

6 Inelastic scattering of exotic nuclei

As we have seen the deformed potential model is based on the surface peaked as-
sumption for the transition density. Although this assumption is reasonable for the
excitation of heavy nuclei (e.g., “°Ca, 29Pb, etc.), it is rather crude for light nuclei,
especially when the transition density extends radially beyond the nuclear size. This
is the case for the soft multipole excitations, for which the transition densities have
very long tails, as shown in Fig. 5(a).

The transition strengths were calculated [14] by using the self-consistent HF +
RPA method [26]. The dominant peaks of all multipoles appear at E, = 1—1.5 MeV,
having a narrow width of I'pygas < 1 MeV. The transition strengths for the soft
modes are calculated to be B(FO) = 61.4 ¢ fm*, B(E1) = 0.82 ¢? fm? and B(E2) =
31.5 €2 fm*, respectively, exhausting 11%, 2% and %7 of the EWSR (Energy Weighted
Sum Rule) values. Although the fraction of the EWSR is small, the transitions
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Figure 5 (a) The transition strengths for monopole, dipole and quadrupole excitations

in MLi. (b) Differential cross sections of monopole and quadrupole resonances in 2°Pb
excited by an a-projectile at Ej,p = 172 MeV.

strengths of the soft multipoles are larger than those of the giant resonances in the
same nucleus, because of the very low excitation energies of the soft modes.

In order to test the validity of the formulas developed in the last Sections a
calculation of the differential cross sections of monopole and quadrupole resonances
in 208Ph excited by an a-projectile at Ej, = 172 MeV is shown in Fig. 5(b) [14]. The
transitions densities of both states are calculated by using the HF density of 2°®Pb
and assuming 100% of the energy-weighted sum rules. It is remarkable that both the
angular distributions and the absolute magnitudes of the cross sections at forward
angles, Qg > 15°, are well described by using the established optical potentials for
the nucleon-nucleus scattering.

We now consider the ''Li - 2C reaction at Ej,, = 30 and 60 MeV /nucleon.
The parameters of the Gaussian potential in Eq. 70 at 30 MeV are vy = 43.9 MeV,
wo = 3.29 MeV, and a = 2.93 fm for neutrons and vy = 44.9 MeV, wg = 2.88 MeV,
and a = 2.93 fm for protons. At 60 MeV, very similar values [14] were taken. The
calculated differential cross sections are shown in Figure 6.
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Figure 6 Multipole excitations in ''Li interacting with '2C targets..

There are substantial differences between the monopole and the quadrupole
excitations. The first crucial point is the steeper slope of the monopole cross section
at very forward angle, 6 ~ 0°; the difference is clearly seen in the ratio between the
first and second peaks of the cross sections, which is almost 1 for L = 2 but than 10
for L=0.

To understand this we observe that, due to the term e=*/% in the integrand
of Eq. 74, that integral is dominated for z ~ 0 values. Thus, O, o Py,(0). But
Py, = (0) =0, unless A+ p =even. Thus three Legendre polynomials with different
i contribute to the cross section in the L = 2 case, while only one appears in the
L =0 case.

The first deep minimum for the L = 0 case is found at 6 = 1.6 (1.0)° while a
shallow appears at § = 1.0 (0.7)° for the L = 2 case at Fj,p, = 330 (660) MeV. These
differences were certainly an important due in finding the giant monopole states is
many heavy nuclei [25]. It is expected that they play the same role for the inelastic
scattering of exotic nuclei.
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For FEi,, = 660 MeV the dips of all multipole excitations occur in shorter
intervals because of the larger wave number.

It is interesting to compare the results of Figs. 5(b) and 6. Since the surface
is sharp in 2%8Pb, the slope decreases very slowly in the case of 2%8Pb + a, while
it drops quickly in the 2C 4! Li case because of the very diffuse surface of MLi.
It should be noticed that the absolute magnitude of the differential cross section in
Fig. 6 is of the order of 100 mb/sr for the monopole and quadrupole excitations
which is almost the same as observed magnitude of the Pb+ « reaction in Fig. 5(b).
It is also seen that the soft dipole mode has a smaller cross section and a different
angular dependence than those of the other two multipoles. Although a secondary
beam always has lower intensity than ordinary beams, the soft multipole excitations
could be tested experimentally with modern high sensitivity detector systems.
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Supplement C

7 The folding potential model

From Eq. 45 we can write the transition matrix element as
= @R [ ol )V (R =)0y, (r)0)) R) (69%)

where 5'0>\# = wiu 1 is the transition density. Instead of using the deformed potential
model we can think of Uiyt (][R — 1) as the potential between each nucleon and the pro-
jectile. That is, the transition |0) — |Au) is caused by the (target-nucleon) - projectile
interaction.

For simplicity, we shall use a Gaussian form for the (target-nucleon) - projectile
potential. This form is reasonable for «, carbon or an oxygen projectile. A Gaussian
potential can be easily expanded into multipoles

Uint = ("UO + iwo) ei(Rir)/az — (UO + Z'wo) e*(R2+7'2)/a267R-r/a2

= 4m (v + iwp) e~ (B*+r?)/a? Z i ia (22’7;1]2%) YAp<R> qu(f') (70)
Ap

Inserting this into Eq. 69a and using the eikonal approximation we get

Ty = dn(+iw0) 38 [ RO
Ap

7R2/a2 A 3 _% . .TR A
X e Yau(R) [ d°répy,(r)e «® ji 21? Yo, (%) (71)
Using Eq. 66 we get (R = (b,2))

Thy = 8% (vo+iwg) Y M / db bJ,,(g:b)ex®
AL

" e—b2/a2 / dz efzz/aeriw/\Z/U Y/\#(H(z,b),(n

r2/g2 . TR . /a
X /d?’re */a? 5 <QZaQ> 6pau(r) Y3, (F)

Or, using 6py,,(r) = 6py,(1)Yau(?), and Eq. 65,

Ty = 2mVA4r (v + iwo) Z ATV 41 1/

« / db b, (aib) eiX(b)FAu(b) (72)
0
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where o
Fyu(b) = e/ / dr r25py () O (1, bye /" (73)
0

and

> —22/a? - R Z wyz/v
O)\N(T7 b) = /_Oo dze / IX (2'L(12> p)\u <m> e~ / <74)

Given the parameters vg,wg and a of the nucleon-projectile potential and the
transition density dpy(7), Eq. 72 together with Eq. 49 allows us to calculate the inelastic
scattering amplitude fy,(0) .

A link between the deformed potential model and the folding model is obtained by
using the standard vibrational model. We can write

(5)\ dp
— for A>1
_ V2A+1 dr -
opy = dp (75)
o <3p0 + rd—ro for A=0

As in the deformed potential model, the scattering amplitude is determined by the optical
potential parameters and the deformation parameters 0y and aqg. Isovector excitation are
obtained by multiplying the above densities by Qf\n) + Qf\p ) (see Eq. 60).

Another commonly used model for dp, is the Tassie Model [24] which is given

O r\! dpg
-2 [ — — > 1.
da(r) = —— L (RO) Az (76)

where Ry is the nuclear radius. For A = 0, one can use 75. In general, both models yield
basically the same transition density for heavy nuclei and low lying collective states. The
Tassie model is a variant of the standard vibrational model and is more frequently used than
the former (also known as the Bohr-Mottelson Model).

8 Charge-exchange reactions with radioactive beams

Charge exchange reactions, i.e. (p, n), (n, p) reactions, are an important tool in
nuclear structure physics, providing a measure of the Gamow-Teller strength function
in the nuclear excitation spectrum (for a review see, e.g., [27]) . Experiments with
heavy-ion charge-exchange reactions like (°Li, ®He), (12C, 12N), or (2C, 12B) are
common [28, 29], one of the advantages being that both initial and final states involve
charged particles, so that a better resolution can often be achieved.

But, apart from this aspect, heavy-ion charge-exchange reactions can help
us to understand the underlying nature of the exchange mechanism. On microscopic
grounds charge exchange is accomplished through charged meson exchange, mainly 7-
and p-exchange. It is well known that neutron-proton scattering at backward angles
results from small angle (low momentum transfer) charge-exchange, and is one of the
main pieces of evidence for the pion exchange picture of the nuclear force. The width
of the peak is roughly given by the exchanged pion momentum divided by the beam
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momentum. Therefore, a similar enhancement in the 180 degree elastic scattering of
nuclei should be seen in charge exchange between mirror pairs of nuclei.

Charge exchange between mirror nuclei is particularly interesting because at
small angles the exchange has zero momentum transfer. Looking at forward angles
also has the advantage of eliminating competing processes, namely proton-neutron
transfer. Another important advantage of mirror nuclei charge-exchange over (p, n)
reactions is that the strong absorption of heavy ions selects large impact parameters
and therefore emphasizes the longest range part of the charge exchange force.

In this Section we present a simple description of charge exchange reactions
at intermediate and high energy in terms the microscopic m- and p-exchange poten-
tials, as developed by Bertulani and collaborators [30]. The eikonal approach to the
nucleus-nucleus scattering is used.

The differential cross section for inelastic scattering in a single-particle model
is given by

do . K M 2 . —1/6 - —1 > ix(b) ?
= (W) (2jp + 1)~ (257 + 1) z;n /0 dbb J, (Qb) M(m, v, b) e
(77)
where
o'} 2 )
M(m, v, b) = / dgs g Jy(qtb)/ do, e""% M(m, q) (78)
0 0
M(m, q) = < &7 (cp) P} (rr)le 4P V(q) (D] (rp) B (rr) >, (79)

and m = (mp, m/,, mp, m’p) is the set of angular momentum quantum numbers of
the projectile and target wavefunction. m is measured along the beam axis, and the
subindices T" and P refer to the target and projectile, respectively.

We also saw that the probability of one-boson-exchange at the impact para-
meter b and is given by

/ 2
PO = (g ) @ir 17 i+ ) exp (-2 1m x(8) > om0

(80)
where Imy(b) is the imaginary part of the eikonal phase.

Equations 77 and 80 are the basic results of the eikonal approach to the
description of heavy-ion charge-exchange reactions at intermediate and high energies.
They can also be used for the calculation of the excitation of A particles in nucleus-
nucleus peripheral collisions. The essential quantity to proceed further is the matrix
element given by Eq. 79 which is needed to calculate the impact-parameter-dependent
amplitude M (m, v, b) through Eq. 78. The magnitude of this amplitude decreases
with the decreasing overlap between the nuclei, i.e. with the impact parameter b.
At small impact parameters the strong absorption will reduce the charge-exchange
probability. Therefore, we expect that the probability given by Eq. 80 is peaked at
the grazing impact parameter.
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Supplement D

9 Pion- and rho-exchange between projectile and target nucleons
In momentum representation the pion+rho exchange potential is given by

£2 (01 xq)- (02 xq)

2 2 2
ms m; +q

where the pion (rho) coupling constant is f2/47 = 0.08 (fp2/4ﬂ' = 4.85), m,c? = 145
MeV, and mp62 = 770 MeV.
The central part of the potential above has a zero-range component, which is a con-

mZ  mE o+ (r1-72), (81)

(T1-7T2) —

sequence of the point-like treatment of the meson-nucleon coupling. In reality the interaction
extends over a finite region of space, so that the zero range force must be replaced by an
extended source function. This can be done by adding a short-range interaction defined at
g = 0 in terms of the Landau-Migdal parameters gl and g,’D. We will use g = 1/3 and
g; = 2/3, which amounts to remove exactly the zero-range interaction (for details, see, e.g.,
27)).

Since the p-exchange interaction is of very short-range, its central part is appreciably
modified by the w-exchange force. The effect of this repulsive correlation is approximated by
multiplying Vpce”t by a factor £ = 0.4 and leaving them unchanged since the tensor force is
little affected by w-exchange [32].

With these modifications the pion+rho exchange potential can be written as

V(a) = V(@) + Vo(q) = |v(@)(o1-q)(o2-q) +w(q) (o1 02)| (T1-T2), (82)

where o(q) = vﬁf”s( q) + vff"s(q) ’ (83)
" w(a) = wi™ (@) + §wp™ (@) + wr" (@) + ™ (). (84)
with
U?%)z—hwﬁ¥> ﬁwm=%@f¢ (85)
wa) = g [ 3] we) = 30 [ g s
wi"s(q) = % . m?rq—ti , wf;ens(Q) = _% Jp m;ti' (87)

The values of the coupling constants J; and J, in nuclear units are given by

2 (ﬁC)S

— mo— f2 ~ 3
Jﬂ- == mizr:fﬂm_l.lOOMerm
J, = I _ f2 (hep 790 MeV fm? (88)
P m% —Jp (mp02)2 -
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cent tens tens
mp > OT V) and Wy,

from the central and the tensor interaction, and from 7- and p-exchange, respectively.

Turning off the terms w allows us to study the contributions

Using Eq. 82, single-particle wavefunctions, qugm, and the representations

Tp-TT = TOPT(% + TJIST} + 7'IZTJTr
op-op = O'OPO'% + O'TO'P + O'PO';
yields
M(m, q) = w( )Z< \J T elqu\(ﬁ >< <Z>( ]a TyE ’qrp\(ﬁ >
9 q. q A j mr j 14 A jgmp
+ Q) Y dud, < %m jou A€ TGN >< 85 JouTae RG> (89)
Hp’ A
where

. [4m .
qu = 3 Ylu(‘l) . (90)
Eq. 89 reduces to

M(m, @) = w(@) Y < Giomt |00 €V [Djomy > < Do |opn €V [Bjm, >
I

ZYM )Yipw(q) < ¢jzm'T‘Uu eiq'r’%‘émT >< ¢jzm;3"7w 67iq.r’¢jémp >
(91)
Expanding €T into multipoles we can write
< Dm0 €V B >= A Y i Vir (@) < bjamrlir(ar) Yina (8) 0416 50m > - (92)
IM
Since j7(qr) Yrar () is an irreducible tensor,
o J1lqr) Yo (®) = > (IIMp|T' M) @i (93)
M’
where W/ is also an irreducible tensor. Therefore,
< Bjomy|ouir(ar) Yine(£)|9jem >= Z(HMM\I’M/) < Do Y1 01| Do, >
I'M’

= Y (IIMpI'M') (GI'mM|jm) < ¢;|[Vp||¢; >
I'M’
(94)

The Eqgs. 91-94 allows one to calculate the charge-exchange between single-particle
orbitals. The quantity needed is the reduced matrix element < @, || [ir(qr) o @ Y7]1 || §; >
(see, e.g., [33]). If several orbitals contribute to the process, the respective amplitudes can
be added and further on averaged in the cross sections.
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10 Low-momentum limit and Gamow-Teller matrix elements

From Eqgs. 81-87 we see that the central interaction w®"(q) dominates the low-
momentum scattering q ~ 0. In this case, the matrix element 89 becomes

M(i— f;q ~ 0) ~ Cspins w (q) M(GT; P — Py M(GT;T — T, (95)

where
Copins = Y, < IpMplp|Ip:Mpr > < Ip My 1p| I My >, (96)
I
and M(GT; A — A') =< Allo7||A" > are the Gamow-Teller (GT) matrix elements
for a particular nuclear transition of the projectile (A = P) and of the target (A = T).
Inserting 95 into Eq. 78 and using the low-momentum limit, we obtain

M(i — f; b) ~ Cspins W' M(GT; P — P') M(GT;T — T') 6,9, (97)

where
qcut
w® =2 / dq quw*™(q) (98)
0

where ¢yt is a cutoff-momentum, up to which value the low momentum approxima-
tion can be justified.
With these approximations, a general expression can be obtained from Eq.

77,
do o K 1% 2 0) 2 . / . /
m(q ~ 0)= i <W> [w } F(0) B(GT; P — P')B(GT; T — 1)
X Z [Cipins]? (99)
spins
where
B(GT; A — A') = |< A'lo7]|A >|* (100)

is the Gamow-Teller transition density for the nucleus A. The sum over spins includes
an average over initial spins and a sum over the final spins of the nuclei.

With these approximations the scattering angular distribution is solely deter-
mined by the function

2
F(0) = ‘/dbbjo(kbsinG) x| (101)

In the sharp-cutoff limit (exp[ix(b)] = ©(b — R)), this function reduces to the very
simple result
— ® pRsng 102
= 2l 1(kRsin0), (102)
which displays a characteristic diffraction pattern.

From the above discussion, we see that the ability to extract information on
the Gamow-Teller transition densities in a simple way depends on the validity of

F(0)
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the low-momentum transfer assumption. We shall test this assumption, using the
results obtained above, in the special case of the 3C(!3N, 13C)!3N reaction at 70
MeV /nucleon, as reported in Ref. [31].

Supplement E

11 Matrix elements for mirror nuclei

A reasonably good candidate for the investigation of charge-exchange between mirror nuclei is
the reaction BC(13N, BC)!3N since 13C targets are now available and a relatively intense
13N beam can be produced [31]. This pair of mirror nuclei is also suitable because the
first excited state (%_) lies relatively high in energy (3.51 MeV), so that a clear separation
can be done between ground-state and excited state transitions. Also, these nuclei have a
single nucleon on the 1p; /2 orbit. Since the reaction is very peripheral, one expects that
the charge-exchange process is practically determined by the participation of these valence
nucleons. Therefore, this reaction should be a clear probe of charge exchange in a nuclear
environment.

One assumes that the pion or rho is exchanged between the neutron in the 1pq /o-
orbital of 13C and the proton of the 1py j2-orbital of 13N, Configuration mixing is not included
for simplicity.

Using Eq. A.2.24 of Ref. [33] one finds

. Fo, if 1=0, I’ = 1;
<pipllllgr) o @Yilp|Ip1p >= ———= < 2V2F,, ifl=2,I'=1; (103)
23w 0 otherwise,
where ~
Fr = /0 prm () jr(qr)r? dr. (104)

The above result means that only transitions with Al = 0 and Al = 2 in the 1p; o-
orbital are allowed. We calculate the radial form factors Fy and F5 using harmonic oscillator
functions for the 1p; jo-orbitals in 13N and 13C:

8\ e
o —r2/a
R1p1/2 (T) - <37T1/2a5> re 3 (105)
where a = (h/myw)'/? is the oscillator parameter. For 1*C and 3N we take @ = 1.55 (fm).
We find
2.2 2.2
Fo = <1 - 7q6a > e T and Ty = Lg e/ (106)

The matrix element 92 becomes

< quém"o-,u eiiq.r ’(bjfm >= CO(m7 m/7 M) fO(Q) + CQ(m7 mI7 M, (i) fZ(Q); (107)
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where
c ' _ Lo o NS 108
O(mvmau) = _%( m,m _m|m) m/—m, ju ( )
2
Co(m, m', u,q) = 4 % (Im, m" —m|m/) (21,m' —m — p, p|1,m' — m)
XYQfm’—m—,u,(d) (109)

Inserting these results in Eq. 91, the integral (78) is easily performed. Using

. oy (204 N2 (0= m) (e +m))V2 L
Yom(qr) = (—1)(ng )/2 < i ) [((6— 772)'(' (ﬁ—i—’ljl%” e™® if ¢+ m = even
= 0, otherwise, (110)

and

2
/ M=% doy = 21 6,, , (111)
0

and the definition (78), one finds

M(m, v, b) = /0 - dqqJ,(qb) {w [Xoo F(q) + Xo2 Folq) Fa(q) + Xaz F3(q)]

T [Woof3<q>+W02fo<q>f2<q>+W22f§<q>]}, (112)

78
3
where the coefficients X;; and W;; are given in terms of sums of products of Cp and Ca (see

Ref. [30]).

The momentum integral in 112 can be performed numerically. This simple example
shows how the magnetic quantum numbers complicate the calculation. The inclusion of other
orbits yields a lengthy calculation.

12 Application to BC+13 N

The method described above was used in Ref. [30] to study the charge-exchange
reaction with ¥C +13 N at 70 MeV /nucleon. An optical potential was chosen to fit
the reaction 12C +!2 C at 85 MeV /nucleon [13].

Figure 7(a) shows the contributions from 7 (dashed-curve) and from p-exchange
(dotted-curve) to the charge exchange probability as a function of the impact para-
meter. The solid curve is the total probability. The exchange probability is peaked at
grazing impact parameters: at low impact parameters the strong absorption makes
the probability small, whereas at large impact parameters it is small because of the
short-range of the exchange potentials. The value of the exchange probability at the
peak is about 1.2 x 107°. It is clear from Figure 7(a) that the process is dominated
by m-exchange. At small impact parameters the short-range p-exchange contribution
is large due to a larger overlap between the nuclei.
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Figure 7 (a) Probability for 7- (dashed-curve) and p-exchange (dotted-curve) in
the reaction BC(1N, 3C)BN at 70 MeV/nucleon, as a function of the impact
parameter. The solid curve represents the result of the full interaction. (b) Angular
distribution for charge-exchange in the reaction *C(13N, 13C)13 N at 70 MeV /nucleon.
The contribution from 7- (dashed-curve) and p-exchange (dotted-curve) are displayed
separately. The solid curve represents the result of the full interaction.

In Figure 7(b) the differential cross section is plotted. One observes that at
very forward angles the m-exchange contributes to the largest part of the cross section.
But p-exchange is important at large angles. It has the net effect of smoothing out the
dips of the angular distribution. Since m-exchange is of longer range than p-exchange,
the dips caused by the two contributions are displaced; the ones from p-exchange
alone are located at larger angles, as expected from the relation 6 ~ 1/r. If we put
Fo2 =1 and expix(b) = 1, we obtain that at very small scattering angles the 7- and
p-exchange contributions to the differential cross sections are approximately of the
same magnitude. This means that p-exchange is more important when distortions
are weaker, i.e., in nucleon-nucleon or nucleon-nucleus scattering [27].

The non-spin flip components are strongly suppressed and the cross section
is dominated by simultaneous spin-flip components, with Aj =0 (33%) and Aj = 2
(16.8%). This can be understood in terms of the contributions of the tensor and
the central part of the pion+rho interaction to the heavy-ion charge-exchange. The
central (tensor) force is responsible for the Aj = 0 (2) transitions.

The total cross section obtained is 7.6 (ub). The peak value of the differential
cross section at 0° is 3.5 (mb/sr). These values are of the order of magnitude of the
charge-exchange cross sections measured for other systems [29].

Finally, we make a remark on the double exchange reactions. From the values
obtained above one sees that the charge exchange probability as a function of impact
parameter is small, of order of 107°. Even for enhanced transitions, one should not
expect an increase higher than a factor 10 in the probability. An estimate of double-
charge exchange is obtained from Eq. (16), replacing P(b) by P2(b)/2. That is, the
ratio between the single and the double-charge exchange is of order of 1074 — 1072,
If the single-step total cross section is of order of tens of microbarns, the double-step
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one is of order of nanobarns, in the best cases. Similarly, if the peak of the differential
cross section at zero degrees is of order of tens of millibarns, the corresponding one for
double-charge exchange will be of order of microbarns, in the best cases. The mea-
surement of double-charge-exchange in heavy-ion collisions therefore requires intense
beams and good detection efficiency.

13
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