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Analysis of clustering fragments of 7Li and 7Be in the microscopic cluster model
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The nuclear structures of 7Li (α + n + n + p) and 7Be (α + p + p + n) are studied within the
microscopic cluster model, in which the clustering fragments e.g., triton, 3He, and even the single
nucleons around the core are studied in the 7Li and 7Be systems. We obtain the energy spectra and
wave functions of 7Li and 7Be, and the calculated energy spectra of the ground states and some
of the excited states are consistent with experimental data. To investigate the cluster-formation
probabilities, we calculate the reduced-width amplitudes of various binary partitions. The results
show that the α+t (3He) cluster structure is dominant in the low-lying states of 7Li (7Be), including
the ground state and the three lowest excited states. In some higher states around the single-particle
thresholds, the components of core + N structures, namely 6Li + n and 6He + p in 7Li and 6Li + p
in 7Be, are significantly enhanced.

I. INTRODUCTION

Nuclear clustering is one of the most intriguing phe-
nomena and has drawn extensive studies aiming to un-
derstand and explore the cluster structures in the ground
and various excited states of nuclei [1–5]. Beyond nu-
clear structure, clustering plays important roles in many
research fields. In recent years, by taking into account
the clustering effects, a wide range of studies have been
promoted in the fields of nucleosynthesis [6, 7], photonu-
clear reactions using laser-electron gamma sources [8–12],
heavy-ion collisions [13–19], and the equation of state
(EOS) of nuclear matter [20, 21].
The cluster structures and related reactions of 7Li and

7Be nuclei are essential for understanding the primor-
dial abundances of lithium isotopes, which remains an
unsolved problem in astrophysics [22–24]. Using various
microscopic cluster models [25, 26], low-lying states of
7Li [27–36] and 7Be [37–42] have been intensively inves-
tigated for decades. A diversity of cluster structures exist
in 7Li and 7Be, among which the structures of α+ t and
α + 3He are the most well-known cluster configurations,
respectively. The α cluster, as the most stable subunit,
is widely used as the building block for various micro-
scopic cluster models [43–47]. On the other hand, the
formation of triton and 3He clusters in nuclei has recently
drawn increasing attention both experimentally [48–50]
and theoretically [51–53]. Thus, studying the emergence
of triton and 3He clusters in 7Li and 7Be nuclei, as sim-
ple examples, would be informative for further studies
of these cluster formations in heavier and more complex
nuclei.
Distinctly from the α cluster, triton and 3He possess

rather low binding energies, which means that they are
easy to break up and, by interacting with the α clus-
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ter, form more complicated multi-cluster configurations,
including 6Li, 6He, d, and single nucleons [54–56]. For
example, in the higher excited states of 7Li and 7Be,
the core +N structures have attracted much current in-
terest [57–63]. In recent years, with the improvement
of experimental techniques, abundant evidence of clus-
ter configurations, including the traditional α + t (3He)
structure and various novel core+N structures, has been
observed in 7Li and 7Be [64–66]. Theoretically, a recent
no-core shell model (NCSM) calculation [60] predicted
that a near-threshold 6He + p resonance exists in 7Li,
while the analogous 6Li+p structure in 7Be is not found.

The aims of the present work are to quantify the com-
ponents of various cluster configurations, as well as try
to verify the results obtained by the NCSM in Ref. [60]
using the microscopic cluster framework. We apply the
four-body generator coordinate method (GCM) to study
the clustering structure of the 7Li and 7Be systems.
The cluster configurations of the wave functions obtained
from the GCM are evaluated by calculating the reduced-
width amplitude (RWA) [67], defined in the R-matrix
theory [68] as the probability of cluster formation at a
given distance. The calculations of RWA have been em-
ployed in a wide range of microscopic studies to estimate
the various cluster weights in nuclei [69–75].

The article is arranged as follows. In Sec. II we briefly
present the theoretical framework of the GCM and the
calculation of RWA. The calculated results and discus-
sions regarding the cluster structures of 7Li and 7Be
are presented in Sec. III. Finally, we summarize the
main conclusions and discuss potential further studies in
Sec. IV.

II. MODEL DESCRIPTION

According to the framework of the GCM, the total
wave function of 7Li (7Be) can be written as the su-
perposition of angular-momentum-projected and parity-
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projected Brink wave functions

ΨJπ
M =

∑

i,K

ci,K P̂ J
MK P̂ πΦB({R}i), (1)

in which P̂ J
MK and P̂ π are the angular-momentum and

parity projectors, respectively. The index i indicates a
specified set of generator coordinates {R1, · · · ,R4}. The
Brink wave function is fully antisymmetrized as follows:

ΦB(R1, · · · ,R4) = A[φ1(R1) · · ·φ4(R1)

×φ5(R2)φ6(R3)φ7(R4)],
(2)

where the wave function of the k-th nucleon is defined as
a Gaussian wave packet

φk(Rj) =
1

(πb2)3/4
exp

[

−
1

2b2
(rk −Rj)

2

]

χkτk. (3)

In the present calculation, the oscillator parameter for
the single-particle wave functions is set to b = 1.46 fm.
The Hamiltonian of the system includes kinetic, central

N-N, spin-orbit, and Coulomb parts

Ĥ = −
~
2

2m

∑

i

∇2
i − Tc.m.

+
∑

i<j

V̂ NN
ij +

∑

i<j

V̂ LS
ij +

∑

i<j

V̂ C
ij .

(4)

The Volkov No.2 potential [76] is taken as the central
N-N potential

V̂ NN
ij =

2
∑

n=1

vne
−

r2
ij

a2
n (W +BP̂σ −HP̂τ −MP̂σP̂τ )ij (5)

with a1 = 1.01 fm, a2 = 1.8 fm, v1 = 61.14 MeV, v2 =
−60.65 MeV, W = 1−M , M = 0.6 and B = H = 0.125.
The G3RS potential [77, 78] is used for the spin-orbit
term

V̂ LS
ij = v0(e

−d1r
2

ij − e−d2r
2

ij )P̂ (3O)L · S, (6)

where P̂ (3O) is the projection operator onto a triplet odd
state, the strength v0 = 2000 MeV, and the parameters
d1 and d2 are set to 5.0 fm−2 and 2.778 fm−2, respec-
tively. The coefficients {ci,K} in Eq. (1) are determined
by solving the Hill-Wheeler equation. To estimate the
energies of the resonance states, the radius constraint
method (RCM) [79] is applied in the GCM calculation.
The radius cutoff parameter is set to Rcut = 5 fm.
The obtained GCM wave functions for the ground and

excited states are used to analyze the cluster structures
of the system. By employing the Laplace expansion
method [80], we calculate the reduced-width amplitudes,
defined as [68]

yJπj1π1j2π2j12(a) =

√

A!

(1 + δC1C2
)C1!C2!

〈

δ(r − a)

r2

[

Yl(r̂)⊗
[

Φj1π1

C1
⊗ Φj2π2

C2

]

j12

]

JM

∣

∣

∣

∣

ΨJπ
M

〉

, (7)

which quantify the probabilities of forming various two-
cluster structures at specified distances.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The calculated energy levels are shown in Fig. 1 for 7Li
and Fig. 2 for 7Be. In these Figures, the first two columns
from the left display the results from the GCM calcula-
tion without applying the RCM, for both negative and
positive parity states, while the third and fourth columns
present the results obtained using the RCM. The experi-
mental data are shown in the right of the Figures. From
these Figures, we can see that the lowest four states of 7Li
and 7Be are well reproduced by our calculations. In or-
der to test the obtained wave functions of the ground and

lowest excited states, we calculate the root-mean-square
(r.m.s.) radii for the ground states, as well as the electro-
magnetic transition strengths between various states of
7Li and 7Be. The calculated r.m.s. charge radius of 7Li is
2.43 fm, which is quite consistent with the experimental
value of 2.42 fm [82]. Meanwhile, the charge radius of
7Be is obtained to be 2.63 fm. The calculated and exper-
imental electromagnetic transition strengths are listed in
Table I. The theoretical results of B(E2; 3/2− → 1/2−)
for 7Li and 7Be, namely 8.91 e2fm4 and 26.2 e2fm4, co-
incide well with the experimental values of 8.3 e2fm4 [81]
and 26 e2fm4 [83], respectively. For transitions among
higher excited states, we list some of the predicted val-
ues based on our calculations.

Compared with the lowest four states, the calculated
higher states are more complicated and not good con-
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FIG. 1. The calculated energy spectra of 7Li compared with the experimental values [81]. The states with solid lines are physical
states according to our analysis, and the states with dashed lines may contain large components of non-physical continuum
states. The gray dashed lines represent thresholds of various cluster structures.

sistent with experimental data. One reason for this
discrepancy is that continuum states are inevitably in-
cluded during the GCM calculations. For simplicity, to
remove the non-physical continuum states, we apply the
RCM [79] and the obtained spectra are shown to the right
of the original spectra. The first four states remain al-
most unchanged after applying the RCM, as expected.
However, in the higher energy range, some states change
dramatically or disappear after using the RCM, as indi-
cated by the dashed lines. This suggests a scattering-like
feature with large components of continuum states in-
volved in these original states, as they exhibit significant
sensitivity to the radius. Consequently, it is difficult to
discuss these states within the framework of our current
model. On the other hand, some states, even with high
excitation energies, change only slightly after applying
the RCM, as shown in Fig. 1 and Fig. 2 with solid lines.
According to the level order in the spectra obtained by

GCM with RCM, these states are denoted as 5/2−2 , 7/2
−
3 ,

3/2−3 , 3/2
−
4 , 1/2

−
3 , 1/2

−
4 , 5/2

−
4 , 3/2

+
2 , and 7/2+2 . Notably,

the first four of these states, i.e., 5/2−2 , 7/2
−
3 , 3/2

−
3 , and

3/2−4 , are basically consistent with experimental data for
the energy level order. In this case, these selected states
(solid lines), together with the lowest four states, repre-
sent the physical states obtained in our model, and the
subsequent discussion will focus on these states.

Since we obtained the relatively high-energy states for
7Li and 7Be, it is interesting to explore their cluster-
ing structures. Using Eq. (7), we calculate the RWA of
two-cluster structures including α + t, 6Li(1+, 3+) + n,
and 6He + p for 7Li, and α + 3He and 6Li(1+, 3+) + p
for 7Be. The RWA results for the 3/2−1 , 1/2−1 , 7/2−1 ,
and 5/2−1 states of 7Li and 7Be are shown in Fig. 3.
To identify the coupling channel, we use the expression
[C1(j1)⊗C2(j2)]j12 ⊗ l. Here, the C1 cluster with angular
momentum j1 and the C2 cluster with angular momen-
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FIG. 2. The calculated energy spectra of 7Be compared with the experimental values [81]. The states with solid lines are
physical states according to our analysis, and the states with dashed lines may contain large components of non-physical
continuum states. The gray dashed lines represent thresholds of various cluster structures.

TABLE I. The calculated B(E2) transition strengths (e2fm4)
of ground and excited states of 7Li and 7Be.

7Li Exp. 7Be Exp.

B(E2; 3/2−
1 → 1/2−

1 ) 8.91 8.3 26.2 26

B(E2; 3/2−
1 → 7/2−

1 ) 15.1 6.8 48.2

B(E2; 3/2−
1 → 5/2−

1 ) 3.89 11.3

B(E2; 1/2−
1 → 5/2−

1 ) 36.2 82.3

B(E2; 7/2−
1 → 5/2−

1 ) 0.663 4.21

tum j2 are coupled to the angular momentum of j12,
which is then coupled with the orbital angular momen-
tum l of the relative motion between the clusters to form
the total angular momentum of the nucleus. It should be
noted that, due to the RCM, the amplitudes reach zero
when the distance between clusters exceeds 10 fm. The

results clearly show that in the four lowest states, i.e.,
3/2−1 , 1/2

−
1 , 7/2

−
1 , and 5/2−1 , of

7Li, the configurations
of α + t are significant. For the 3/2−1 and 1/2−1 states,
the RWA of α + t have one node around 2 fm due to
the Pauli forbidden states, while for the 7/2−1 and 5/2−1
states have none node. The 5/2−1 state, as a resonance
state with relatively high excitation energy, exhibits a
long tail in the α + t RWA, which might be an intrinsic
character of this state or caused by the α+ t continuum,
even with a relatively large orbital angular momentum l.
Apart from the α+t components, the 6He+p and 6Li+n
configurations are also non-negligible in the ground state
3/2−1 and the first excited state 1/2−1 of 7Li, and these
components are competitive with each other. The com-
ponent of 6He+p in the 3/2−1 state is slightly larger than
that in the 1/2−1 state. The 6Li(1+, 3+) + n configura-
tions are more complicated as the result of the variety
of angular-momentum-coupling channels. In the ground
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FIG. 3. The calculated RWA for two-body clustering structure in different channels for the 3/2−
1 , 1/2−

1 , 7/2−
1 , and 5/2−

1 states
of 7Li and 7Be.

state, the [6Li(1+)⊗ n]1/2 ⊗ 1 channel is much more sig-

nificant than the [6Li(1+) ⊗ n]3/2 ⊗ 1 channel. Mean-
while, the channel composed of the first excited state
of 6Li, [6Li(3+) ⊗ n]5/2 ⊗ 1, also exists in the ground

state of 7Li, with an amplitude comparable with that
of [6Li(1+) ⊗ n]1/2 ⊗ 1. Notably, in the ground state of
7Li, the amplitudes of the three main core + N chan-
nels, namely [6He ⊗ p]1/2 ⊗ 1, [6Li(1+) ⊗ n]1/2 ⊗ 1, and

[6Li(3+)⊗n]5/2⊗1, are quite similar when a is small. The
6Li(1+) +n components in the first excited state possess
similar features as in the ground state. The channel of
[6Li(1+)⊗n]1/2⊗1 constitutes the main component and is

slightly larger than that in the ground state. In the 7/2−1

state, [6Li(3+)⊗n]5/2⊗ 1 is the most dominant core+N
configuration, comparable with the α+ t configuration in
amplitude. It should be noted that the 7/2−1 state is lo-
cated about 5 MeV below the 6Li(3+)+n threshold. The
other core+N channels, including [6Li(3+)⊗n]7/2⊗1 and

[6He ⊗ p]1/2 ⊗ 3, exhibit minor amplitudes in this state.

For the 5/2−1 state, the channel of [6Li(3+) ⊗ n]5/2 ⊗ 1
has the largest amplitude among various core + N con-
figurations. However, this component is still insignificant
compared to the predominant α+ t structure. A notable
feature of these four lowest states is that in the cluster-
ing channels of 6Li(1+, 3+) + n, 6Li and neutron tend to
couple to a lower j12 angular momentum. Specifically,
for the 6Li(1+)⊗n coupling, j12 is more likely to be 1/2,
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while for the 6Li(3+) ⊗ n coupling, j12 is more likely to
be 5/2.
For the higher-lying four states that may correspond

to the experimental levels, namely 5/2−2 , 7/2−3 , 3/2−3 ,
and 3/2−4 , as shown in Fig. 4, the components of α + t
are reduced, and the core + N structures dominate, es-
pecially for small a values. This can be understood con-
sidering that these states are far from the α + t thresh-
old and closer to the 6Li + n and 6He + p thresholds.
This phenomenon has been discussed as the “alignment”
effect [84], where narrow resonances tend to be found
in the vicinity of particle decay thresholds. Besides the
smaller amplitudes of the α + t configuration compared
to the lowest four states, the α+ t RWA for these higher
states exhibit more nodes, and the positions of maxima
are shifted to larger a values. Notably, in the 7/2−3 state,
the α + t structure is comparable with the dominant
[6Li(3+) ⊗ n]7/2 ⊗ 1 configuration. However, since the
maximum of this α + t RWA is reached at a very large
distance (≈ 8 fm), such a component could primarily be
attributed to the non-physical continuum. In contrast,
the core+N configurations are much more prominent for
small a values. The 5/2−2 state is dominated by various
6Li(1+, 3+)+n configurations, including the competitive
[6Li(1+)⊗n]3/2 ⊗ 1 and [6Li(3+)⊗n]7/2 ⊗ 1 channels, as

well as the smaller [6Li(3+) ⊗ n]5/2 ⊗ 1 channel. In the

7/2−3 state, the [6Li(3+) ⊗ n]7/2 ⊗ 1 configuration is the

most significant one. The 3/2−3 and 3/2−4 states, with
the same angular momentum and parity, show similar
patterns in their core+N RWA. The three 6Li+n chan-
nels, namely [6Li(1+) ⊗ n]1/2 ⊗ 1, [6Li(1+) ⊗ n]3/2 ⊗ 1,

and [6Li(3+) ⊗ n]5/2 ⊗ 1, exhibit similar zero-node and

long-tail RWA curves. In addition to 6Li+n, the 6He+p
structure is also present in these two 3/2− states, with
amplitude secondary to those of the 6Li+n channels. One
distinction between the 3/2−3 and 3/2−4 states is that the
peaks of 6Li+n RWA in the 3/2−4 state are shifted inward
compared to those in the 3/2−3 state.
For the states mentioned above, the comparisons be-

tween the RWA of 7Li and 7Be are particularly interest-
ing. As mirror nuclei, 7Li and 7Be exhibit similar fea-
tures in the RWA of analogous configurations. The RWA
curves of α+ t in 7Li and α+ 3He in 7Be for each corre-
sponding state are quite similar, except that the curves
for states of 7Be have slightly longer tails, likely due to
the difference between the Coulomb interactions in 7Li
and 7Be. These characteristics are also observed in the
core +N RWA for analogous 6Li + n and 6Li + p config-
urations.
As important quantities for measuring cluster compo-

nents and input parameters in evaluating cross sections
for nuclear reactions [68, 74, 80], the spectroscopic factors
(SF), defined as

S =

∫ ∞

0

da |ay(a)|
2
, (8)

are calculated and listed in Table II for the lowest four

states of 7Li and 7Be. The calculated SF for the α+t com-
ponents in the ground and first excited states of 7Li are
1.03 and 1.02, respectively, which are consistent with the
values of 1.10 and 1.05 obtained by the resonant group
method (RGM) calculation [69]. In the RGM calcula-
tion, the breakup effect of the triton cluster is considered
by coupling the channels of α+t, 6He+p, and 6Li+n. In
contrast, our GCM calculations assume the α+n+n+p
four-body cluster model. For the 6He + p structure, the
calculated SF are 0.51 for the ground state and 0.34 for
the 1/2−1 state, which are slightly overestimated com-
pared to the RGM results of 0.41 and 0.22, respectively.
Similarly, our SF results for the 6Li(1+) + n structure
are 0.67 for the ground state and 0.86 for the 1/2− state,
also slightly overestimated compared to the RGM val-
ues of 0.53 for the ground state and 0.79 for the 1/2−1
state. Notably, the calculated 6Li(1+) + n SF of 0.67 for
the ground state is quite close to the ab initio result of
0.68 [85]. Consistently with the RWA results, the cal-
culated SF for 7Be are similar to those for 7Li for the
corresponding channels.

Next, we analyze the cluster structure for some states
not yet observed in experiments, lying high above the
α+ n+ n(p) + p threshold. The RWA results are shown
in Fig. 5. In all these five states, the α+ t (3He) channels
are drastically suppressed, while the core +N structures
are predominant. In the 1/2−3 state of 7Li, the channel
of [6Li(1+)+n]3/2⊗1 accounts for the largest percentage

and dominates. For the 1/2−4 state, the main config-
urations are [6Li(1+) ⊗ n]1/2 ⊗ 1, [6Li(1+) ⊗ n]3/2 ⊗ 1,

and [6He⊗ p]1/2 ⊗ 1, which exhibit analogous zero-node
RWA with competitive amplitudes. Notably, although
the 6He+p structure is comparable with 6Li(1+)+n con-
figurations in the small a range, the curves decrease more
rapidly for larger a values. For 7Be, the two 6Li(1+) + p
channels are much more divergent from each other in
these two 1/2− states. The [6Li(1+) ⊗ p]3/2 ⊗ 1 and

[6Li(1+)⊗ p]1/2 ⊗ 1 are exclusively predominant in 1/2−3
and 1/2−4 , respectively. This indicates that for the 1/2−3
state, the 6Li-proton-coupled angular momentum is more
likely to be 3/2, while for the 1/2−4 state, it prefers to
be 1/2. The reason may be that, with higher excita-
tion energy above the threshold, the low angular mo-
mentum enhances the influence of the continuum due to
the lower centrifugal barrier [86–88], which will intro-
duce more coupling to the environment and thus break
the mirror symmetry [89–91]. This effect is also known
as the Thomas-Ehrman shift [92, 93]. In the 5/2−4 states
of 7Li and 7Be, the channels of [6Li(3+) + n(p)]5/2 ⊗ 1

and [6Li(3+) + n(p)]7/2 ⊗ 1 comprise the main compo-
nents, with amplitudes close to each other. Distinc-
tively, in both 7Li and 7Be, our predicted positive-
parity states, 3/2+2 and 7/2+2 , exhibit significant one-
node core + N RWA curves for [6Li(1+) + n(p)]3/2 ⊗ 0

and [6Li(3+) + n(p)]7/2 ⊗ 0, respectively, which are quite
similar to each other. Compared to these two channels,
the other core +N channels are minor in these positive-
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FIG. 4. The calculated RWA for two-body clustering structure in different channels for the 5/2−
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3 , and 3/2−

4 states
of 7Li and 7Be.

parity states, as they require a higher orbital angular
momentum of 2.

As mentioned in Sec. I, a significant 6He+p resonance
with angular momentum 1/2 and positive parity in 7Li,
only 0.23 MeV above the threshold, has been predicted
by the NCSM calculation [60]. In our GCM calcula-
tion, we did not find such a 1/2+ state of 7Li near the
6He + p threshold. According to our results, besides the
ground and first excited states, the 6He + p configura-
tion is present in the 3/2−3 , 3/2

−
4 , 1/2

−
3 , and 1/2−4 states,

along with various 6Li + n channels. For 7Be, no phys-
ical positive-parity state is close to the 6Li + p thresh-
old, which is consistent with the NCSM calculation. The
6Li+ p component is significant in the 7/2−1 state, which

is much lower than the 6Li + p threshold, as well as in
other states above the threshold.

IV. SUMMARY

In the present work, we applied GCM four-body cal-
culations to obtain the energy spectra and wave func-
tions of the ground and excited states of 7Li and 7Be.
The results successfully reproduced the states found in
experiments. The calculated RWA show that the α + t
configuration is dominant in the ground and first three
excited states of 7Li, as well as the α + 3He configura-
tion in 7Be, indicating a pronounced preference for form-
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TABLE II. The calculated spectroscopic factors of 3/2−
1 , 1/2−

1 , 7/2−
1 , and 5/2−

1 states of 7Li and 7Be.

7Li SF 7Be SF

3/2−
1 α + t 1.03 α + 3He 1.02

[6Li(1+) ⊗ n]1/2 ⊗ 1 0.657 [6Li(1+) ⊗ p]1/2 ⊗ 1 0.660

[6Li(1+) ⊗ n]3/2 ⊗ 1 1.26 × 10−2 [6Li(1+) ⊗ p]3/2 ⊗ 1 1.23 × 10−2

[6Li(3+) ⊗ n]5/2 ⊗ 1 0.610 [6Li(3+) ⊗ p]5/2 ⊗ 1 0.601
6He + p 0.509

1/2−
1 α + t 1.02 α + 3He 1.01

[6Li(1+) ⊗ n]1/2 ⊗ 1 0.855 [6Li(1+) ⊗ p]1/2 ⊗ 1 0.853

[6Li(1+) ⊗ n]3/2 ⊗ 1 5.86 × 10−3 [6Li(1+) ⊗ p]3/2 ⊗ 1 5.62 × 10−3

6He + p 0.337

7/2−
1 α + t 0.935 α + 3He 0.922

[6Li(3+) ⊗ n]5/2 ⊗ 1 1.13 [6Li(3+) ⊗ p]5/2 ⊗ 1 1.13

[6Li(3+) ⊗ n]7/2 ⊗ 1 0.110 [6Li(3+) ⊗ p]7/2 ⊗ 1 0.105

5/2−
1 α + t 0.911 α + 3He 0.900

[6Li(3+) ⊗ n]5/2 ⊗ 1 0.161 [6Li(3+) ⊗ p]5/2 ⊗ 1 0.157

[6Li(3+) ⊗ n]7/2 ⊗ 1 1.54 × 10−2 [6Li(3+) ⊗ p]7/2 ⊗ 1 1.50 × 10−2

ing t (3He) clusters in the presence of α in 7Li (7Be)
within the lower energy range. As the excitation energy
increasing, especially beyond the 6Li+n or 6Li+p thresh-
old, the core+N configurations become more prominent,
and the α+ t (3He) component is suppressed due to the
breakup effect of t (3He) cluster. Additionally, the RWA
of configurations with similar coupling channels of angu-
lar momenta exhibit analogous characteristics. However,
the method utilized in the present work can only analyze
two-body cluster structures in nuclei. The components
of three-body configurations, which are closely related to
the formation of deuteron, dineutron, and diproton clus-
ters, and even four-body configurations in 7Li and 7Be

will be studied in the future.
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