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Abstract

A new dispersion (asymptotic) theory is proposed for the peripheral sub- and above-
barrier charged particle transfer A(z,y)B reaction in the three-body (A, a and y) model
where £ = y +a and B = A + a, and a is a transferred particle. It is based on the
combination of the dispersion theory and the conventional DWBA method. The explicit
forms have been derived for the exact three-body pole amplitude and differential cross
section in which the contribution of the three-body (A, a and y) Coulomb dynamics of the
transfer mechanism in the peripheral partial amplitudes, corresponding to partial waves
with [; >> 1, is taken into account correctly. For the specific peripheral proton and triton
transfer reactions, the comparative analysis of the peripheral partial amplitudes at I; >> 1
, which correspond to the one-step pole and exact three-body pole amplitudes as well as
those of the “post”-approximation and the post form of the conventional DWBA, is per-
formed with each other. It shows the absolute inapplicability of the “post”-approximation
usually applied for getting an information about specific asymptotic normalization coeffi-
cients being astrophysical interest.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In the last two decades, a number of methods of analysis of experimental data for different
nuclear processes were proposed to obtain information on the “indirect determined” (“experi-
mental”) values of the specific asymptotic normalization coefficients (or respective nuclear vertex
constants (NVC)) with the aim of their application to nuclear astrophysics (see, for example,
Refs. [1-6] and the available references therein). One of such methods uses the modified DWBA
[7, 8] for peripheral nuclear transfer reactions in which the differential cross section (DCS) is
parametrized in the terms of the asymptotic normalization coefficients. One notes that an
asymptotic normalization coefficient (ANC), which is proportional to the NVC for the virtual
decay B — A + a, determines the amplitude of the tail of the overlap function corresponding
to the wave function of nucleus B in the binary (A + a) channel (denoted by A +a — B
everywhere below) [9]. As the ANC for A + a — B determines the probability of the config-
uration A + a in nucleus B at distances greater than the radius of nuclear Aa interaction, the
ANC arises naturally in expressions for the cross sections of the peripheral nuclear reactions
between charged particles at low energies, in particular, of the peripheral exchange A(B, A)B,
transfer A(x, y)B and nuclear-astrophysical A(a, v)B reactions.

In the present work, the peripheral charged particle transfer reaction

xr+A—>vy+B (1)

is considered in the framework of the three-body (A, a and y) model, where z=(y + a) is a
projectile, B=(A + a) and a is a transferred particle. The main idea of consideration is based
on the following two assumptions: i) the peripheral reaction (Il) is governed by the singularity
of the reaction amplitude at cosf = £ > 1, where ¢ is the nearest to physical (-1 < cosf < 1)
region singularity generated by the pole mechanism (Fig. [lz) [I0] and 6 is the center-of-mass
scattering angle; ii) the dominant role played by this nearest singularity is the result of the
peripheral nature of the considered reaction at least in the angular range of the main peak of
the angular distribution [11]. Consequently, it is necessary to know the behavior of the reaction
amplitude at the nearest singularity ¢ [12, [I3], which in turn defines the behavior of the true
peripheral partial amplitudes at l; > Lo >> 1 (Ly ~ k;R® with R$® > Ry) [14] giving the
dominant contribution to the reaction amplitude at least in the angular range of the main peak
of the angular distribution [I1] [15], where [;, k;, R$" and Ry are a partial wave, a number wave
(or a relative momentum), a channel radius and the radius of the nuclear interaction of the
colliding nuclei, respectively.

In practice, the “post”approximation and the post form of the modified DWBA [7, ] are
used for the analysis of the specific peripheral proton transfer reactions. They are restricted by
the zero- and first-order terms of the perturbation theory over the optical Coulomb polarization
potential AVfC (or AV,) in the transition operator, respectively, which are sandwiched by the
initial and final state wave functions in the matrix element of the reaction ([Il). At this, it is
assumed that the contribution of the first-order term over AVfC (or AV,Y) to the matrix element
is small [§]. But, it was shown in Refs. [2][13][16, [17] that, when the residual nuclei B are formed
in weakly bound states being astrophysical interest, this assumption is not guaranteed for the



peripheral charged particle transfer reactions and, so, the extracted “experimental” ANC values
may not have the necessary accuracy for their astrophysical application (see, for example, [17]
and Table 1 in [2]). In this case, in the transition operator an inclusion of all other orders (the
second and higher orders) of the power expansion in a series over AVfC (or AVY) is required
for the DWBA cross section calculations since they strongly change the power of the peripheral
partial amplitudes at [; >> 1 [13] [17].

For these reasons, it is of great interest to derive the expressions for the amplitude and the
differential cross section (DCS) of the peripheral reaction ([II) within the so-called hybrid theory:
the DWBA approach and the dispersion peripheral model [I1], 12]. The main advantage of the
hybrid theory as compared to the modified DWBA used in [7, 8] is that, first, it allows one to
derive the expression for the part of the reaction amplitude having the contribution only from
the nearest singularity ¢ in which the influence of the three-body Coulomb dynamics of the
transfer mechanism on the peripheral partial amplitudes at [; >> 1 is taken into account in a
correct manner within the dispersion theory. Second, it accounts for the distortion effects in the
initial and final states within the DWBA approach, which is more accurate than as it was done
in [I8] in the dispersion peripheral model [11]. They allow one to treat the important issue: to
what extent does a correct taking into account of the three-body Coulomb effects in the initial,
intermediate and final states of the peripheral reaction (I, firstly, influences the spectroscopic
information deduced from the analysis of the experimental DCS’s and, secondly, improves the
accuracy of the modified DWBA analysis used for obtaining the “experimental” ANC values of
astrophysical interest. Besides, the proposed asymptotic theory can also be applied to strong
sub-barrier transfer reactions for which the main contribution to the reaction amplitude comes
to several lowest partial waves I; (I; ~ k;R® =0, 1,..., where k; — 0 and R$" > Ry) and the
contribution of peripheral partial waves [; (I; >> 1) is strongly suppressed.

The similar theory was proposed earlier in [I5] for the peripheral neutron transfer reaction
induced by the heavy ions at above-barrier energies, which was also implemented successfully
for the specific reactions. However, for peripheral charged particle transfer reactions this task
requires a special consideration. This is connected with the considerable complication occurring
in the main mechanisms of the reaction ({Il) because of correct taking into account of the three-
body Coulomb dynamics of the transfer mechanism [12] [13].

Below, we use the system of units h=c= 1 everywhere, except where they are specially
pointed out.

II. THREE-BODY COULOMB DYNAMICS OF THE TRANSFER
MECHANISM AND THE GENERALIZED DWBA

We consider the reaction ([{l) within the framework of the three (A, a and y) charged
particles. Within the framework of the three-body Schrodinger approach, the amplitude for
the reaction () is given by [19, 20]

M (E;, cost) = > (x4, Lial VI Ly i) (2)

M,
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and
VIB = AV; + AV;G AV, (3)

Here Xl(::) and Xl(;) are the optical Coulomb—nuclear distorted wave functions in the entrance

and exit channels with the relative momentum k; and ky, respectively (E; = k?/2114, and
E; = k]%/Q,uBy); I4a(raa)(Lay(ray)) is the overlap integral of the bound-state 14, 1, and ¢p
(¢y, ¥, and 1) wave functions |21, 22]; AVy = Vo + Vya — Vi AV, = Vg + Vyu — Vi
G = (£ — H + i-0)7" is the operator of the three-body (A, a and y) Green’s function and
M, is the spin projections of the transferred particle a, where V;; = Vlév + V;f, Vlév (V) is the
nuclear (Coulomb) interaction potential between the centers of mass of the particles ¢ and 7,
which does not depend on the coordinates of the constituent nucleus; V; and V; are the optical
Coulomb—nuclear potentials in the entrance and exit states, respectively; H is the Hamiltonian
operator for the three-body (A, a and y) system; &€ = E; — €,y = Ef — €4, in which g;; is
the binding energy of the bound (ij) system in respect to the (i + j) channel; r;; = r; — rj, r;
is the radius-vector of the center of mass of the particle ¢ and j;; = m;m;/my; is the reduced
mass of the ¢ and j particles in which m;; = m; + m; and m; is the mass of the j particle.
The operator of the three-body Green’s function GG can be presented as

G = Go + GeVNG, Ge =Gy + GoVCGe, (4)

where Go = (€ =T — VY +4-0)" and Gy = (£ — T +i-0)~! are the operators of the three-body

(A, a and y) Coulomb and free Green’s functions, respectively; T" is the kinetic energy operator

for the three-body (A, a and y) system; VN = V' + V¥ + VN and VC = VO + VI + V.
The overlap function 44(r4,) is given by [9]

Lna(taa) = NY2 W€ )V(C)ln(Cas CasTan))

= Z C}'];VJZ?AMAClJ::EJaMJlBYIBuB(f'Aa)[Aa;lBjB(rAa)- (5)
lBuBiBve

Here J;(MM;) is the spin (its projection) of the particle j; T4, = raa/raq, jp and vg (Ip and upg)
are the total (orbital) angular momentum and its projection of the particle a in the nucleus
B[= (A + a)], respectively; C,l,; is the Clebsch-Gordan coefficient, and Ny, is the factor
taking into account the nucleons’ identity [9], which is absorbed in the radial overlap function
I 40155 (7 40) being not normalized to unity [2I]. In the matrix element (Bl), the integration is
taken over all the internal relative coordinates ¢ 4 and ¢, for the A and a nuclei.

The asymptotic behavior of I, i, (74a) at 74, > ’I“XZ) is given by the relation

W_ i1 2I<LA TA
IAa;lBjB(TAa) = CAa;lBjB i B+71,f42( . a)a (6)
a

where W,.5(ra,) is the Whittaker function, 75 = 242,€*ttaa/F a4 is the Coulomb parameter for
the B [=(A + a)| bound state, K4 = /20444 Aa, TSV) is the nuclear interaction radius between
i and j particles in the bound (i + j) state and Cag;,, is the ANC for A + ¢ — B, which
is related to the NVC (G 44,1, ) for the virtual decay B — A + a as [9]

T

GAa;lBjB = _ilB+nB fCAa;lBjB. (7)
HAa




Egs. (B)—(@) and the expression for the matrix element Ma,(qa,) for the virtual decay B —
A + a, which is given by Eq. (B1) in Appendix B, hold for the matrix element M,,(qq,,) of the
virtual decay * — y + a and the overlap function I, (r,).

The first (V,,) and second (V,4) terms, entering the first term of the right-hand side (r.h.s.)
of ([B)), correspond to the mechanisms described by the pole and triangle diagrams in Figs. [k
and [Ib, respectively, where the Coulomb-nuclear core-core (A + y — A + y) scattering in
the four-ray vertex of the triangle diagram of Fig. [Ib is taken in the Born approximation. The
AViG A'V; term in the r.h.s. of @) corresponds to more complex mechanisms than the pole
and triangle ones. This term is described by a sum of nine diagrams obtained from the basic
diagrams presented in Figs. [[lo and [Ib, which take into account all possible subsequent mutual
Coulomb-nuclear rescattering of the particles A, a and y in the intermediate state. One of the
nine diagrams corresponding to the term V,4GVy, is plotted in Fig. [k, where the Coulomb-
nuclear (y + A — y+ Aand A+ a — A + a) scatterings in the four-ray vertices, including
in all four-ray vertices for the others of eight diagrams, are taken in the Born approximation.
This term corresponds to the mechanism of subsequent Coulomb-nuclear rescattering of the y
and a particles, virtually emitted by the projectile x, on the target A in the intermediate state.
In particular, for the nucleon (N) transfer A(d, N)B reaction, this mechanism corresponds to
that of the subsequent rescatterings of the proton (p) and neutron (n), virtually emitted by the
deuteron in the field of the A target, in which the transferred particle is either p or n, where
B=A+N.

If the reaction () is peripheral, then its dominant mechanism, at least in the angular range
of the main peak of the angular distribution, corresponds to the pole diagram in Fig. [k [11],15].
The amplitude of this diagram has the singularity at cos @ = £, which is the nearest one to the
physical (-1 < cosf < 1) region [I0, 1I] and is given by the expression

_ k‘zzl + kszc + /ﬁiy _ k? + kj%l + K'124a (8)
ik 2kikp

where k;; = (my/my)k; and kyy = (ma/mp)k;. However, if nuclear interactions in the second
(V,4) and the third (V}) terms of the first AV} term of the r.h.s. of ([3B) as well as in the
AVyG A'V; one are ignored by the corresponding replacement

Voa — Vo, Vi — VE, AVG AV, — AVEGe AVE, (9)

where AVE = V& + VG — VP and AVE = VI + VS — VC, then we can separate
the part of the amplitude (), denoted by MTBPWV(E;  cosf) below, which has the singularity
at cosf = ¢ (the type of branch point). The remainder of the M™(E;, cosf) amplitude
is given by the sum of an infinite series of the diagrams of the type in Figs. [b and [k.
They contain all possible nuclear rescattering of the particles A, a and y from each other
in the intermediate state. Therefore, the corresponding amplitudes of these diagrams have
singularities (¢;), which are located farther away from the left (cosf= -1) and right (cosf=
1) boundary of the physical (-1< cosf <1) region than the singularity & (| ¢; |> &) [10, 23].
Consequently, their contribution to the amplitude MTB(E;, cosf) in the angular range of the
main peak of the angular distribution can be ignored [11]. In this approximation, the amplitude
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MTB(E;, cosf) can be reduced to the form

M (E;, cosf) ~ M™PV(E;, cos) = MOV(E;, cosf) + AMT™PV(E;, cosh). (10)

post
Here
MY (B, cos0) = > (4 Taal Vay + Vi = VE [Tt (11)
Ma
and
A MTPY(E, cosh) = > (0, Taal AV G AVE Ty (12)
Ma

In Egs (I0)—(I2), the contribution of the three-body (A, a and y) Coulomb dynamics of the
transfer mechanism in the intermediate state involves all orders of the perturbation theory over
the optical Coulomb polarization potentials AVf(fi, whereas the Coulomb-nuclear distortions
(V; and V¥) in the entrance and exit channels are taken into account within the framework of
the optical model. The amplitude MTBPW(E;, cosf)) can be considered as generalization of the
post form of the DWBA amplitude (MW (E;, cosf)) [24] in which the three-body Coulomb
dynamics of the main transfer mechanism are taken into account in a correct manner. The
pole-approximation of the DWBA amplitude (denoted by MI?OYX(EZ-, cosf) below) corresponds
to the simplest mechanism described by the diagram in Fig. [[lu. Its amplitude can be obtained
from Eq. () if the Vy% - Vfc term in the transition operator is ignored. One notes that the
amplitude MTBPW(E; cosfl) passes to the amplitude of the so-called “post’-approximation of

the DWBA [20] if all the terms of AV, contained in the transition operators of Eqs. ([I)) and
(I2) are ignored.

ITI. DISPERSION APPROACH AND DWBA

The amplitudes given by Eqs. () and (I2]) defines the behavior both of the amplitude
MTB(E;, cosf) at cos @ = ¢ [13] and of the corresponding peripheral partial amplitudes at [; >>
1 [14]. Besides, owing to the presence of nuclear distortions in the entrance and exit states, these

amplitudes have also the singularities located farther from the physical (-1< cos@ <1) region
than ¢. Therefore, according to [13], the behavior of the MW (E;, cosf) and MPY(E;, cosf)

pole post

amplitudes near cosf = &, denoted by M) PW(E;, cost) and M(s)’DW(EZ-, cosfl) below, re-

polo post
spectively, can be defined from Eq. () as the Coulomb-nuclear distortions in the entrance

and exit states are substituted by purely Coulomb ones. The singular M () DW(EZ-, cosfl) and

pole
Méi)SP W(EZ-, cosf) amplitudes near at cosf = £ can be presented in the form:

M;?()YZ(Eh cost)) ~ MéZ%CDW(Ei, cost) = NIB)YXMIEZL(EZ-, cost) (13)
and
M&Z\é(Ei, cost)) ~ MéZ)SPW(Ei, cosf) = RE(YS\QMI()QODW(EZ-, cosb), (14)



RDW — NDW/NDW (15>

post post pole»

where the explicit forms of Mézze(Ei, cosf) and of the corresponding peripheral partial ampli-

tudes at ; >> 1 (M) (E;)) are given by Eqs. (A1) and (A2) of Appendix A. The peripheral

l;; pole

partial amplitudes at /; >> 1 corresponding to the MDW(E;, cosf) and MDY (E;, cosf) ampli-

tudes are given in Eqs. (A3) and (A4) of Appendix A, respectively. In (&), N2W and NDW

pole post

are the Coulomb renormalized factors (CRF’s) for the Méi{eDW(Ei, cosfl) and Méf;)s? Y (E;, cost)
amplitudes, respectively. One notes that the CRF’s above are complex numbers and depend
on the energy F;, the binding energies ¢,, and €4, as well as the Coulomb (n,, ng, 7; and 7y)
parameters, where n; and 7y are the Coulomb parameters in the entrance and exit channels,
respectively. Below, for the sake of simplicity of the inscription, in the NJIV and NDW the
dependences mentioned above will not be pointed out explicitly, except only the dependence on
E;. This point is also related to the NTBPM and NTBPW CRF’s, which are given by Eq. (I8)
below and Eq. (A38) in Appendix. The explicit forms of the Ng{g and NI?(E{ CRF’s are pre-
sented in [13] by the expressions of (14) and (26), respectively, which contain the integrals with
the cumbersome integrand. Nevertheless, the approximated analytical forms for the CRF’s can
be derived and they are presented in Appendix A (see Eqs. (A5) - (A26) there).

The accuracy of the Méf))s? W (E;, cosf) amplitude can be defined by the extent of proximity

of the CRF’s NPW ' NDW and NTBPM each other. The NTBPM CRF determines the power of

pole? post
leading singular term (M()TBPM(E; cosf)) of the exact (in the model of three (A, a and y)
charged particles) MTBPM(E; cosf) amplitude for the pure sub-barrier peripheral reaction ()
at cos 0 = £, which has the form [12]

MTBDM(Ei’ cosh) ~ M(s)TBDM(Ei’ cost) = NTBDM yr(s)

pole

(E;, cosb), (16)

The explicit form of the CRF N7BPM was obtained in [12] by combination of the dispersion
method and the three-body Faddeev’s equations and is also given by the expressions (A27)
— (A31) of Appendix A. Nevertheless, one notes only that the M) TBPM(E: cosf) amplitude
includes also all possible subsequent mutual Coulomb rescattering of the A, a and y particles
in the intermediate state. They are also described by infinite series of diagrams constructed
on the basis of the diagrams in Figs. [llu and [Ib in which the four-ray vertexes describing the
Coulomb Aa-, yA- and ay-rescattering correspond to the total off-shell Coulomb amplitudes
[25] but not their Born approximations that used in [13].

As is seen from Egs. (I3), (I4) and (I6), the MDY (E;, cost), MDY (E;, cosf) and MTPPM
(E;, cosf) amplitudes near cosf = £ behave identically but they differ from each other only
by the power. Then, the behavior of the exact three-body MTB(E;, cosf) DWBA amplitude
near the singularity at cos® = &, denoted by M) TBPW(E, " cosf)) below, can be presented in
the form as

MT™(E;, cost) ~ MOTEOV(E; cosf) = RTBDMMI()ZL(E“ cosh), (17)
where
RIPPM(E) = NTEPM(E,) /NDV(E;). (18)



One notes that the expressions (7)) and (I8) combine the dispersion method in a correct way
by taking into account the three-body Coulomb dynamics in the transfer mechanism and the
Coulomb distorted effects in the entrance and exit states, as it is done within of the frame-
work of the conventional DWBA. Besides, as is seen from Appendix A, the amplitudes given
by Eqs. (I4) and (I7)) can define the peripheral partial amplitudes for I; >> 1 of the con-
ventional DWBA and the generalized DWBA, respectively, which differ from each other by
their power. Their comparison each other would make it possible to test the accuracy of both
the pole-approximation and the post form of the conventional DWBA. Meanwhile, the various
relationships are possible between the CRFs NPW  NPW and NTBPM and their ratios RPW

TBDW TBDM TBDW TBOM NDW post?
Roost . and R , where R, 7" = N /N st -

However, as is pointed out in [13], in Eqs. (I3) and (I8) the most “dramatic” situation
arises for the calculated CRF’s and their ratios above at the values of the Coulomb parameters
Nz, Np or their sum 7,5 (N, = 1, + np) near to a natural number. This situation is related
the so-called “damatic” case [13]. In Table[I] as an example related to the “dramatic” case, the
results of the calculations of the CRF’s for first two the specific reactions are presented (see the
first—eighth lines). Those reactions were considered in Refs. [26, 27) 28] within the framework
of the post form of DWBA. In Table [ for simplicity, the renormalized CRF’s NPW = NPW /1

pole pole

NDW — NDW T and NTBPM — NTBDM /T are presented since all the CRF’s (NPW, NDW and

post post pole pole
NTBPM) contain the common multiplier I'( = T'(1 — 7,5 + n;;)), where I'(---) is the Euler’s
function, n;y = n; + 7y, and n; and n; are the Coulomb parameters for the entrance and

exit channels, respectively. Hence, the ratios of the CFR’s presented in the fifth column of

Table [ do not depend on the multiplier I'. As is seen from Table [I the values of the Ng}g,

N&Z‘é and NTBPM factors calculated in the present work for the peripheral proton transfer

10B("Be, 8B)?Be [26] and *N("Be, 8B)3C [27. 28| reactions at the projectile energy of 85 MeV
) ) ) proj gy

differ significantly from each other. Besides, the calculated values of | Rg}g’; = | N&Z\g / NI])DOYX ,
RIBDW |_ | NTBDM /) NDW | g | RTBDM |—| NTBDM /NDW | “which are also presented in the
post post pole p

curly brackets of the last column of Table [Il noticeably differ from each other. One notes that
the CRF NTBPM determines the power of the peripheral partial amplitudes at I; >> 1 of the
true three-body MTBPM(E;. cosf) amplitude. Therefore, it is clear that the calculations of the
peripheral partial amplitudes at [; >>1, which are determined by Eq. (A4) and are dominant
in the DWBA amplitude of the reactions considered above (at least in the angular range of the
main peak of the angular distribution), cannot be performed only with the account the first
order of the perturbation theory in AVfC in the amplitude (I0). Hence, the expressions (I7)
and (I8) cannot be used for the specific peripheral proton transfer reactions considered above.

A provenance of the main reason of the “dramatic” case is discussed in detail in Appendix
A. Nevertheless, we should only note the following fact. In that case, as noted in Appendix
A, in the transition operator of the expressions (1) and (IZ), the poor convergence occurs
for a series of the power expansion over AVZ(} It is mainly caused owing to the presence of

the vertex Coulomb Fc|=Fc(n,, ns)] factor as a multiplier in the expressions for the NDW

and NPW CREF’s derived within the conventional DWBA (see Appendix A). As is shown in

post

Appendix, the F¢ factor, which is defined by Eq. (A17) of Appendix A, enters implicitly
the NPW and NPW CRF’s presented approximately in the forms of Eqs. (A25) and (A25) of

pole post



Appendix. In the “dramatic” case, as it is shown by the calculations performed by us, the value
of the F¢ factor is not sufficiently close to unity. It happen when the values of the Coulomb
parameters 17,, g or their sum (9,5 = 1, + np) being in the vicinity of a natural number
[L3]. Tt mainly is one of the main reasons of initiation of this difference observed between the
Ng{g, Ngg and NTBPM CRE’s for the peripheral proton transfer reactions 126, 27, 28]. For
example, as is seen from Table [Il the calculated values of the vertex Coulomb Fg factor, are
equal to 0.695 (n,5= 1.823) for the 1°B("Be, ®B)?Be reaction and to 0.366 (1,p= 1.921) for the
N("Be, ®B)3C one, i.e., they differ noticeably from unity. Perhaps, that is one of the possible
reasons why the ANC value for "Be + p — ®B recommended in [27], 28] is underestimated as a
comparison with that of Refs. [29] [30], which leads in turn to the underestimated astrophysical
S factor for the direct radiative capture “Be(p, v)®B reaction at solar energies (see [29] 130]).
Therefore, in the “dramatic” case, the next terms (AVCGC A VE) of the transition operator
in the series in AVF; should directly be added to the MIE)\Q{(E cost)) (or MTBPW(E; cosb))
amplitude defined by Eq. ([I0). This assertion is suggested by the fact that the “dramatic” case
does not occur both for the peripheral neutron transfer reactions considered in Ref. [15], where
AVFE = VS and Fe=1 (1,=0 and 7p=0), and for the A(d, n)B reaction considered in Ref.
[30] Where AVfoO and Fo= 1 (n,=0 and np #0). Besides, as shown in [13], the “dramatic”
case does not arise for peripheral charged-particle transfer reactions as the values of the vertex
Coulomb Fg¢ factor, calculated at n, #0 and np #0, close to 1. The latter occurs when the
values of the Coulomb parameters 7n,, ng or their sum 7,5 are not in the vicinity of a natural
number. This case in [13] is called by the “non-dramatic” case [I3]. As is seen from Table[I] the
peripheral transfer “Be(1°B,° Be)!°B, °O(*He, d)!"F and F(p, a)'®0O reactions are related to
the “non-dramatic” case. Therefore, below those reactions will be considered by us in which the
re&dual 198 nucleus is formed in the ground (E*=0.0; J™=3") state, the first (E* 0.718 MeV;
JT=17%), second (E*= 1.740 MeV; J™=07) and third (E*= 2.154 MeV; J™=1") excited states
(denoted by 9By, By, 1°B, and 10B3, respectively, below) [8], and the residual '"F nucleus is
formed in the ground (0.0; J”:ng) and first (E£*=0.495 MeV; %Jr) excited states (denoted by
"Fy and '"Fy, respectively, below). While, for the F(p, a)'®O reaction [32-34], the residual
nucleus is formed in the ground state.

In the ninth — fifty sixth lines of Table [Il the results of the calculations of the CRF’s and
their ratios are presented in Table[I] for the reactions mentioned above. As is seen from Table [T,
for the peripheral reactions related to the “non-dramatic” case the values the Fo factor become
sufficiently close to unity and, consequently, the difference between the values of the CRF’s
and their ratios mentioned above is significantly less than between those calculated for the
“dramatic” 1°B("Be, ®B)?Be and “N("Be, 8B)'*C reactions for which the calculated values of the
F¢ factor differ considerably from unity, as noted above. This shows the absolute inapplicability
of the “post™-approximation of the conventional DWBA used in [7] for the '®*O(*He, d)!"F DWBA
analysis.

It follows from here that the expressions (I4)), (IH), (I7) and (I8) can be used for the
peripheral transfer reactions (II), which is related only to the “non-dramatic” case, including
the specific peripheral proton and triton reactions listed in Table [Il

For this aim, below we will first show how to obtain the singular part of the pole MPW(E;, cosf)

pole
DWBA amplitude corresponding to the one-step pole transfer mechanism, which is described



by the pole diagram of Fig. [Iln, by separating the contribution from the nearest singularity &
to it. Then, from the expression derived for this amplitude, we obtain the generalized DWBA
amplitude valid only for the “non-dramatic” case where the contribution of the three-body (A, a
and y) Coulomb dynamics of the main transfer mechanism to the peripheral partial amplitudes
for [; >> 1 are taken into account in a correct manner.

IV. DISTORTED-WAVE POLE APPROXIMATION

The pole-approximation of the DWBA amplitude can be obtained from Eq. (). As a
result, it has the form as

MW (E;, cosf) = / dridr i) (0 1) T (8 40) Vay (P ay (P )i (11). (19)

Here r; = rya, vy = ryp and B
r, = ar; — bry,

ry, = —cCr; + CZI'f, (20)

where a= piay/Ma, b= paz/laa, C= PBy/ ey and d= pp,/m,. To obtain the explicit singular
behavior of MDY (E;, cosf) at cos§ = &, the integral (I9) should be rewritten in the momentum
representation making use of Eq. (B1) from Appendix B and the Fourier integrals for the

distorted optical wave functions in the entrance and exit channels. It takes the form

dk dk’
M;E;YZ(Ez’, cost)) = /WWXS)(H)MEX(M’ k)Xl(:)(k)a (21)
MpD(YIZ(k/7 k) = Z(kla Ta(q40) | Vay (ay) [ Tay (day) k)
M,
M M

= — Z ay((zlay) Aa(qAa) (22>

M g T Cae
Here MDY (k', k) is the off-shell of the Born (pole) amplitude; Xl(::)(k) and Xl(::)(k) are Fourier

components of the distorted wave functions in the entrance and exit channels, respectively;
Ioy(day) and 14,(qaq) as well as Vg, (qqy) are the same for the overlap functions of the Coulomb-
nuclear wave functions for the bound (y + a) and (A + a) states as well as for the Coulomb-
nuclear V,,(r,,) potential, respectively; qq, = ki — k' and q4, = —k + k{, where k; =
(my/my,)k and k{ = (ma/mp)k’. In Eq. (22), My, (qay) is the vertex matrix element (or
so-called the vertex function) for the virtual decay x — y + a. Its explicit form is similar to
that for the virtual decay B — A + a given by Eq. (B1) in Appendix B.

Using Eq. (B1) from Appendix B and the corresponding expression for M,,(q.,), the

MD(k’, k) amplitude can be presented in the form

MK k) = > Clapag; (J, M), 4, g JaMo) MO 4o, (K k),

pole; apag
apgag M,

10



M}?(le;aBax(k,7 k) = I;Xa;aB(qAa)Way;az (qay)- (23>
Here
Clapag; (J, M)m,A,y,Eﬁ JuM,) = CjixijMyCl]x:xJaMa jBBuBgAMACIJ;ZEJaMa

and
Waasap (Qya)

Tha T Fha
where ay = (Ix, i, Ja, Va); A = x, B; (J, M) is the set of Jy and M) (A = =z, A, y, B), and

[Aa; ap (qAa) = - 2,“Aa s (24)

WAa; ap (qAa) =V 47TGAa; IBjiB (qAa)YiBuB (QAa)a

Way§az (qay> = \/EGalezjz (qay)}/zw/lz (é.l.ay) (25>

are the reduced vertex functions for the virtual decays B — A+aand x — y + a, respectively.

In the presence of the long-range Coulomb interactions between particles of A, a and y, the
reduced vertex functions can be described by the sum of the nonrelativistic diagrams plotted in
Fig. Bl The diagram in Fig. b corresponds to the Coulomb part of the vertex function, which
has a branch point singularity at ¢4, + %, =0 (qu + Iigy = 0) and generates the singularity
¢ of the MI?OYX(E,-, cosf) amplitude at k = k; and k' = ky. The sum in Fig. P involves more
complicated diagrams and this part of the vertex function corresponds to the Coulomb-nuclear
vertex function, which is regular at the point qa, = ikas (quy = iKay). Then, the vertex

functions Wag: o (d4a) and Wy o, (day) can be presented in the forms [35]
C CN
WAa; ap (qAa> = WIE}Q?QB (qAa> + Wf(m; 025. (qAa)7

Way: a, (Qay) = Wa(g)ax (Qay) + Wy(glil (Qay)- (26)

Here, the Wﬁ?aB and W;SNQ)B (Wi, and WiTW.) functions are the pure Coulomb and
Coulomb-nuclear parts of the vertex functions, respectively. All terms of the sum in Fig.
2 have dynamic singularities, which are generated by internuclear interactions responsible
for the so-called dynamic recoil effects [20, 24]. These singularities are located at the points
Qaa = PNk and qqy = iNE; [23, B6), where \; = ma/my,, Ki = Koo + K, Ni = My /me,
and R; = Ke,f; + Keyq;- At k= k; and k' = ky, they generate other singularities §; and & of the
MDV(E;, cosf) amplitude, which are determined by

(ki /ma)® + (kymy /mp)* +

2kikpmy /mamp

&=

and ) )
g _ (klmez/mw) + (kfmei/my) + RZZ
‘ 2k;kpm?2 [mgm, '

As a rule, they are located farther from the physical (-1 < cosf < 1) region than § (§ > ¢
and & > &) |23, B5]. For illustration, the positions of these singularities (¢, & and &;), k,
k; and R; calculated for the specific peripheral reactions are presented in Table Bl There, the
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positions of only several singularities & (&;), which are the closest to the singularity &, are
presented. As can be seen from Table 3], the singularities & and &; are located farther from the
physical (-1< cosf < 1) region than the singularity £. Besides, in the diagram in Fig. 2k, the
particle d;(g;) can be the neutral 7° pion meson. In this case, the positions of the singularities
are located at the point ga, = i(kaa + A;ol) (Gay = i(Kay + )\;01)), where Ao = h/myoc is
the Compton wave-length of the particle 7 equal to 1.414 fm ()\;1: 0.707 fm~1). Therefore,
the corresponding singularity & (&) is also located farther from the physical region on the
cos f-plane than the singularity &.

For the surface reaction (I, the contribution of the interior nuclear range to the MW (E;, cosf)

pole
amplitude, which is generated by the singularities of the W,ESNOC and Wégli)z functions, can be

ignored at least in the angular range of the main peak of the angular distribution [11I, [15].
Therefore, in Egs. (23)) and (24)), the vertex functions given by Eq. (23] can be replaced by
their singular behavior of the corresponding Coulomb parts in the vicinity of nearest singulari-
ties to the physical points qu:O and ¢%,=0 (the branch points). These singularities are located
at the points q7, =2, (qay = ikay) and ¢4, =K%, (¢aa = ikas) on the ¢ -and ¢3,-planes, re-
spectively. In the vicinities of these singularity points, the vertex functions above behave as

135]

C C;s
Wﬁ(’v;)aa (dsy) =~ Wﬁ(fy Qo (agy) = v4rI(1 — n,)
2
Qs )la<qﬁ~y t "%)’7“@ o (15) Yiowa (6 27
X <ZK’B’Y 4,&/{%’\/ B7; la]a(z"{ﬁ')/) laVa(qB'Y) ( )

for gz, — ikgy, where G, 15, (ik3y)( = Gpy; 145, ) 1 the NVC for the virtual decay o — S+v(y
= a; a = x and 8 = y for the virtual decay * — y + a, and a = B and 8 = A for the virtual
decay B — A + a).

As is seen from Eqs. (23)), (24) and (27]), the off-shell Born amplitude ./\/lpole( k) 23) at k
— k; and k' = k; has the nearest dynamic singularity at cos @ = £. Then, the MDY (k’, k)
amplitude in the approximation (27]) takes the form

pole; apag

s); DW *(s s
Mpolc apog (k/ ) Ml(aole apog (k/7 k) = ]A(a;)aB (qAU«)VVa(y;)ozz (qfly)7 (28>

where

2 2
S qCL lz qa _l_ I{'
thy, Qa (qay) = VATGyy, lzjwr( ndy)( . ) < .

1Kay 4ikg,

Nz R
D) Vi@ (29)

i q — 4 (]4 lp q 2 B
j’;‘ISCMB Aa T Aq ['(1 — n @ Aa K4a

K Aq 4ik?,

2,uAa
Y] a 30
Y ) (30)

The vertex formfactors Gagip)5(¢4a) and Gay.i,j. (¢ay), defined from by the expressions
@5), 2])—(@30), have the kinematic singularities (branch points) for odd-values of the quantum
numbers [p and [, [1I]. They arise due to their behaviors as G isj,(qaa) X qffa at qaa —
0 and Gay;1,j, (day) x @5, at qo — 0. Nevertheless, as is seen from Eq. (26) as well as from

12



Eqs. (B3) and (B4) of Appendix B rewtitten over the q,, and qa, variables , the W,y (da)
(Laa; a5 (Aaa)) and Way: o, (day) functions as well as the MPYW. | (k’, k) amplitude do not have
these singularities.

Taking into account Eqgs. (28)) — (80]), we now rewrite the integral (21]) in the coordinate rep-
resentation. First, we consider this presentation for the Fourier components of the Wé;?az(qay)

and IZS)QB(q Aa) functions:

as dqa i S
O = (31)
and P
as QAa ir a7(s
[(B;o)zg(rA0«> :/We Aadda ]ﬁx;aB(QAa) (32)

Substituting Eq. (29) in Eq. (3I) and Eq. (80) in Eq. (32)), the integration over the angular
variables can easely be performed making use of the expansion

e = 4Am Y " ii(qr) V(@) Yiu(B),
lv

where j;(2) is a spherical Bessel function [37]. The remaining integrals in g,, and ga, can be
done by using formula 6.565(4) and Eq. (91) from Refs. [38] and [9], respectively. As a result,
one obtains

3/2
W) = VPG, () Bl e
for rqy 2 R, and
x(as) \/5 ,U,zqa/{'Aa 12 Kl3+1/2+nB(/€Aa7’Aa) 1 % N
[Aa;as(rAa) = _—GAa;lBjB< T Aa ) (2ifanTAa)nB t BYEBVB(I'AIJ (34>

for r4, > Rp. Here K;(z) is a modified Hankel function [37] and Rc = 7,C"/3 is the radius
of C' nucleus, where C' is a mass number of the C' nucleus. Using formula 9.235 (2) from [3§]
and the relation (7)), the leading asymptotic terms of Eqs. (33) and (B4]) can be reduced to the
forms

wias) (ray) = Vag(ray)[(as) (Tay)Yiawe (Fay ), (35)

ay; o ay; Qg

for roy 2 R, and

exp{—FKaaTaa — N5 In (2K447 44) }

Ly (0a) 2~ Clajy Vi (F10), (36)
for raq 2 Rp. In Bq. @), VS (ray) = ZaZye?[ray is the Coulomb interaction potential between

the centers of mass of particles y and a, and

J(as) (ray) = Cl.,. exp{—FKayTay — 1z In (2’{ay7°ay)}’ (37)

ay; o
Y; Oz ray

13



which coincides with the leading term of the asymptotic behavior of the radial component of
the overlap function I,,(r,,) ~ Iay,ax (Tay)Yi,u, (Tay) for 7oy > Ry

Following by [30], it can show that the leading terms of the asymptotic expressions for the
radial components of the Coulomb-nuclear parts of the Wy, (r,,) and I4,(ra,) functions, which
are generated by the singularities of & and & of the Wéf o (day) and WQSNQB(qAa) functions,
respectively, behave as

CN CN;as C CN; as
VI/IEC]JC )(Tay) ~ Z V[/lgc]xy'l )(Tay> II(B]B( a) ~ Z Il(BjB 7 )( AG,)’ (38>
Here

CN;as eXP{ [RiTay + Te,s, In (25"“61 Tay) + Tesg, 1IN (25\#‘%1- Tay)]}

VVl(zjz;i )( ) Clzgz y f T;‘ y g gilay : (39)
ay

CN;as ;) exp{—[riraa + Mbie; I (2NiKpe;740) + Moy 10 (2Nikp,a,74a)] }

Il(BjB;i )(TA“) - CI(B;B 2 ) (4())

TAa
where 7,4 is the Coulomb parameter for the bound (o + ) system in the tri-ray vertex of the
diagram in Fig. 2c. Explicit expressions for C_’l(;jl and Cl(Bi ]).B can be obtained from Eqs. (B.4)
and (B.5) of [36], which are expressed in the terms of the product of the corresponding ANC’s
for the tri-rays vertices of the diagrams in Fig. 2. As is seen from Eqs. (B8) — (@Q), if k; > Kaq
and R; > Ky, , then the asymptotic terms given by the expressions (39) and (40) decrease more
rapidly with increasing 74, and ra,, respectively, than those of (BH) and (B6). See Table B3]
where k; > Kaq and R; > Ky, for all the considered reactions. Therefore, the use of the
pole approximation is reasonable in calculations of the leading terms of the peripheral partial
wave amplitudes at [; >> 1 determined correctly by only the nearest Slngularl (y ¢, which is
in turn equivalent to the replacements of Vy(ray)lay(rey) and I, . (ras) by Way: am(ray) and
I AE;??CB(I' 4q) In the integrand function of Eq. (I9), respectively. These peripheral partial wave
amplitudes indeed give the dominant contribution to the MI?OYX(EZ-, cosf) at least in the angular
range of the main peak of the angular distribution [11].

In this case, the Mg))o\{g(Ei, cosf) amplitude in the coordinate representation can be reduced
to the form as

MV(E;, cost) = MOV (E;, cost) = Y Clapag (J, M), 4, 5 JaMa)

p pole
apgag M,
Mpole apax (EZ? COSQ)’ (41)
where
MY ape (Eis cost) = / drdr U () L (eaa) W) (ray) 00 (). (42)

One notes that the expressions for Wé;sax(ray), given by Egs. (B3) and (3H), is valid for
n, > 0. For n,=0, the Fourier component of the ngaZl(ray) function in (3] is given only by
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the kinematic function qll‘ for [, > 0 and, so, the Fourier integral becomes singular [15]. In
this case, for n, = 0 one obtalns

Clcv,?:v

W (as) (ray) _ o
ay

ay; O

l M(KayTay) ™ e 5(7°ay)7°a_y2levx(f‘ay)a (43)

where 7, is given by Eq. (20) and l,=— 2l, + 1. This expression corresponds to the vertex
function for the virtual decay x — y-+a [15] calculated in the well-known zero-range approxima-
tion. Therefore, the expression (@3] can be applied jointly with Eq. (34]) for the .Mpole (E;, cosb)
amplitude of the peripheral A(d, n)B reaction for example.

We now expand the Mgg pole(Fi, cosf) amplitude in partial waves. To this end, in ([42)) we
use the partial-waves expansions (B3) and (B4) from Appendix B and the expansion

Klay +3/2+ 0 (K'ayray) KlAa +1/2+np (HAaTAa>

Tézy +n: +3/2 rffj +n5+1/2
= Am Y Ay, )Y (B)Yi (). (44)
L

Here

1 /1 Klay +3/2+7730 (’iayray) KlAa'f‘1/2+77B(/€AQTAG)B(Z>CZZ7 (45>
-1

Airi, ry) = 2 ploy+ 532 plaa 5 172
where r,,= [(@r;)? + (bry)? - 2abryr 2|2, rag= [(er:)? + (dry)? - 2edrir;z]V/? and z = (£;8)).
The integration over the angular variables f; and r; in Eq. (42]) can easily be done by using
Egs. (B5) and (B6) of Appendix B. After some simple, but cumbersome algebra using the
corresponding formulae from [39], one finds that the pole amplitude MDW(E;, cosf) in the
system z||k; has the form

MPY(E,. cost) = —8
Pole( cos ) \/7/1/[12/ k kf

X Cay:132Coaastnin Comn 5 ata Oty v Coilines W (el i Ja]) (46)

JBTBJAM A JrTny

X Z Mzi?ﬁﬂizf (Ei)q{(])\z/[f MY (0,0)
lily

Z ZZ ]B—Ja-l-Jilx—i-lB([xZB)(jj-B)l/2

JeTa jBTB J M lzlp

where the explicit form of Mlp(l)}; i, (Ei) 1s given by Egs. (B7) — (B10) of Appendix B.

It should be noted that just neglectmg the dynamic recoil effect mentioned above, which is
caused by using the pole approximation in the matrix elements for the virtual decays x — vy +a
and B — A + a, results in the fact that the radial integral (B8) of the Mg))o\{g(Ei, cost)
amplitude, given in Appendix B, does not contain the V,, and Vj, potentials in contrast
to that of the conventional DWBA with recoil effects [20, 24]. That is the reason why the
MP pole W(E;, cosf) amplitude is parametrized directly in the terms of the ANCs (or respective the
NVCS) but not in those of the spectroscopic factors, as it occurs for the conventional DWBA

20, 24].
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V. THREE-PARTICLE COULOMB DYNAMICS OF THE TRANSFER MECH-
ANISM AND THE GENERALIZED DWBA

We now consider how to take into account accurately the contribution of the three-body
Coulomb dynamics of the transfer mechanism to the MDYV (E;, cost) and MTPPWV(E;, cosh)
amplitudes by using Eqs. ([IT), (I8) and (46]) as well as Egs. (B7) and (B8) from Appendix
B. To this end, we should compare their partial wave amplitudes for /; >> 1 and {; >> 1

(denoted by MITII?DW(EZ-) and MDY, .1, below) with each other, which can be determined from

the corresponding expressions for the M) TBPW (. " cos6) and .Mpole W(E;, cost) amplitudes.
According to [14], from Eq. (7)) and (I8]), the peripheral partial amplitudes at [; >> 1 and
lf >> 1 can be presented in the form as
TBDW TBDM
M"Y (E) = RYPPY(E) Mg

pole;l; ly

(Ei). (47)

Here MIE)YZ Ll (E;) is the peripheral partial amplitude corresponding to the pole approximation
of the DWBA amplitude.

The expression (7)) can be considered as the peripheral partial amplitude of the generalized
DWBA in which the contribution of the three-body Coulomb dynamics of the main transfer
mechanism is correctly taken into account. For; >>1andl; >> 1 the asymptotics of the pole

approximation (MI])DO\I’Z L lf(Ei)) partial amplitudes of the pole-approximation DWBA amplitude

and the exact three-body (ME%DW(EZ-)) partial amplitudes of the exact three-body amplitude
have the same dependence on /; and l;. Nevertheless, they differ only in their powers.
Therefore, if the main contribution to the MTBPW(E; cosfl) amplitude comes from the
peripheral partial waves with [; >> 1 and {; >> 1, then the expression (A7) makes it possible
to obtain the amplitude of the generated three-body DWBA. For this aim, in Eq. (46) the
expression Mlp‘l)}: 7, lf(E,-) at fixed values [, [p and J has to be renormalized by the replacement

Mlz(l)}:Jlilf(Ei) MzTi]?J\zsz(E ) = ISI;DM(Ei)MlI:l)};JIilf(Ei)‘ (48)
Here
1 for l;, < Lgand Iy < Ly;
TBDM ) i 0 f 0;
() {RTBDM(EZ-) for l; > Lo, l; > Ly, (49)

where Ly ~ k; RS (or ~ k fl\ff‘/ih In this case, the expression for the amplitude of the generalized
three-body DWBA, MTBPW(E;  cosf), is given by

2. 2D,

JeTz jBTB J,M Iz 1B

M™(E;, cost) ~ MOTBOWV(E; cosf) = —8\/7
T flay ki kf

JpMp Jz M, J:cTz § TBDW
X CayﬂcvjoAa;lBjBC' Cm 7 JM]BTB Ml IpJl; lf Cl OlfM}/EfM(e O) (5())

JBTBIAMA ™ juTa Jy My
Lily

where the expression for M7, (E;) is obtained from Eq. (B7) of Appendix B by the substi-
tution of the M};‘;l; i, (Ei) by Mgg?l\lle(Ei) defined by Eq. (@8). The expression (B0) can be
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considered as a generalization of Eqgs. (34) and (35) of Ref. [15] derived within the framework
of the dispersion theory for the above-barrier peripheral neutron transfer reaction. As is seen
from Egs. (48) — (50) as well as from Egs. (B7) and (B8) of Appendix B, in Eq. (B0), the
contribution of non-peripheral partial waves to the generalized three-body DWBA amplitude
is taken into account in the pole-approximation.

From Eqgs. (6), (48) and (49)), we can now derive the expression for the differential cross
section for the generalized three-body DWBA, which has the form as

9 R
d_U _ ,UA:U,UByﬁ 1 Z |M(S)TBDW(Ei’ cos 0) |2_ 20 (he)? < h ) ﬁﬁ

dQ B (27‘(‘2)2 kz jA Aw MaM,MpM, B s EiEf MayC kz jA

. m
XY NI explifon, + oy, + S+ 1+ Lo+ 1)} Cayiteg Caaitpin - (51)

x (Il) (1) W (Lol s; JaT )CFL ol s M ims, (E)Yi, (6, 0) |

Herein, the ANCs C’s , r;;(k; and kf) and do/dQ are in fm~'/2, fm~! and mb/sr, respectively,
and E; and Ey are in MeV. One notes that Eq. (5ll) and Eq. (B8) given in Appendix B contain
the cut-off parameters R® and R}h, which are determined by only the free parameter ry (see
Appendix B).

The expression (BI]) can also be applied for peripheral sub-barrier charged particle trans-
fer reactions for which the dominant contribution comes to rather low partial waves with
l; ~ kiRZ?h ~ 0, 1, ..., which correspond to k; —0 and R;’h 2 Ry. Here, it is assumed that
the contribution of the low partial amplitudes to the reaction amplitude parametrizing via
the product of the ANCs (or NVCs) for R%® > Ry can be taken into account in the pole-
approximation of the DWBA. In this case, the contribution of the peripheral partial waves
with /; >>1 and [ >>1 to the reaction amplitude is strongly suppressed as 7 >>1 in Egs.
(A2) — (A4) (see Section IV below). Nevertheless, the influence of the three-body Coulomb
dynamics of the transfer mechanism on the DCS (&Il) is mainly taken into account via the
interference term between the low and peripheral partial amplitudes arising from Egs. (48])
and (49). In this connection, one notes that the analogous situation occurs for the periph-
eral direct nuclear-astrophysical A(a, v)B reaction at extremely low (sub-barrier) energies for
which the radiative capture proceeds also at the large relative distances of the colliding parti-
cles ra, 2 Ry. For this reaction the main contribution in the long-wavelength approximation

~

comes to the partial waves with [; ~ 0, 1, ..., and the reaction amplitude can also be expressed

in the term of the ANC for A + a — B [5], 29].

VI. RESULTS OF THE ANALYSIS OT THE PERIPHERAL PARTIAL AM-
PLITUDES FOR THE SPECIFIC SUB- AND ABOVE-BARRIER REACTIONS

In this section, we present the results of calculations of the modulus of the partial ampilidues

| MPOY i, | (denoted by | My, | for the fixed values of the angular momentums [, and I
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below) of the amplitude (B0). The calculation were performed for the following peripheral
proton and triton transfer reactions:

(I) °Be('"B,” Be)'"B; (i= 0-3) at the '°B incident energy Fop= 100 MeV [8];

(IT1) °O(*He, d)'"F; (i= 0 and 1) at Fsp.= 29.75 MeV [31];

(IIT) ¥F(p, «)'®O(g.s.) at six sub-barrier proton projectile energie of E,= 250, 350 and 450
MeV [32, 33] and E,= 327, 387 and 486 MeV [34].

One notes once more that all they are related to the “non-dramatic” case (see the first column
of Table [II).

For the reactions considered above, the orbital (Ip and [,) angular momentums of the
transfer (proton or triton) particle are taken equal to lg,= 1 (i=0-3), lirp,= 2 and lrp,=
0, and lsge=l,= 0. Since the energy of incident *He in the reaction (II) is moderate, the
contribution of the D-state of the 3He nucleus in the vertex 3He — d + p is neglectable small
[9]. Calculations were performed the optical potentials in the initial and final states, which were
taken from Refs. [8, [31] (the sets 1 and 2) and [33] for the standard values of the parameter r
(ro= 1.25 fm).

In order to estimate the influence of the three-body Coulomb dynamics of the transfer
mechanism on the peripheral partial amplitudes at {; >> 1 and [; >> 1, we have analyzed
only the contribution of the different partial wave amplitudes to the amplitude (B0). Fig.
shows the I; dependence of the modulus of the partial amplitudes (| My, |) for the fixed
values of [, and [ above. As is seen from Fig. B, the contribution to the amplitude of the
9Be(1'B, YBe)1B, reaction from lower partial amplitudes with I; < 14 is strongly suppressed
due to the strong absorption in the entrance and exit channels. Nevertheless, for the transferred
angular momentum J= 0 the contributions of the three-body Coulomb effects to the peripheral
partial | M, | amplitudes change from 55% to 7% for the Be('’B, ?Be)'’By reaction at
l; > 16 (see the inset in Fig. B]). It should be noted that the orbital angular momenta I;
for this reaction are l; ~ k;R$" ~ 16 for the channel radius R ~ 5.3. The same situation
occurs for the reaction populating the exited states of '°B;(i= 1-3) mentioned above. Besides,
the analogous contribution is found to be about 20-30 for the '°O(*He, d)'"F, reaction for
which [; ~ k;R$" ~ 8 for the channel radius RS" ~ 5 fm (see the inset in Fig. Bb). For the
160(3He, d)'"F; reaction the influence of the three-body Coulomb effects on the peripheral
partial amplitudes is extremely larger as compared with that for the **O(*He, d)!"F; reaction
(see Table reftablel). For example, the ratio of the partial | My, | amplitudes, calculated

with taking into account of the Coulomb renormalized N;;PPY(E;) factor (see Egs. (@8] and

@9)) to that calculated without taking into account of this factor ( IS?DM(Ei): 1) in the

peripheral partial amplitudes, changes about from 1.3x1077 to 2.2x10~7 for /; > 13. This is
the result of the significant difference between the ratio RTBPM calculated for the ground and
first exited states of the residual '"F nucleus (see Table ). In Fig. Bk, as an illustration, the
same [; dependence is displayed for the sub-barrier F(p, «)'®O reaction at the energy E,—
0.250 MeV for which I; ~ k;R$" a 1 corresponding to the channel radius R" ~ 5 fm. As is
seen from Fig. Bk, the contribution of the peripheral partial waves to the reaction amplitude is
suppressed strongly, whereas the main contribution to the amplitude comes to the low partial
waves in the vicinity of [; ~ 1. The analogous dependence occurs for other considered incident
proton energies. This result is apparently not accidental and can be explained as: for rather low
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sub-barrier energies (k; —0), the position of the nearest singularity £ moves away from the right
boundary (cos#=1) of the physical (-1< cos <1) region (§£ >>1 and 7 >>1). Therefore, as is
seen from the fourth column of Table[3] due to a presence of the factor exp (—l;In7)/1/£%2 — 1 in
Eqgs. (A2) — (A4), the calculated values of the peripheral partial amplitudes for [; >>1 become
extremely smaller at sub-barrier energies than those at above-barrier energies for which the
position of the singularity ¢ is located rather close to the aforementioned boundary (see the
fourth line of Table Bl and Fig. Bk).

It follows from here that the influence of the three-body Coulomb effects in the initial,
intermediate and final states of the considered above-barrier reactions on the peripheral partial
amplitudes of the reaction amplitude can not be ignored even for the “non-dramatic” case.
One notes that this influence is ignored in the calculations of the “post”™approximation and the
“post” form of the DWBA performed in [7] and [§], respectively. In this connection, it should be
noted that this assertion is related also to the calculations of the dispersion peripheral model
for the peripheral proton transfer reactions performed in [35] with taking into account only the
mechanism described by the pole diagram in Fig. [Th.

The results of the analysis of the experimental differential cross sections [8] 31, 33, 34]
performed using Eq. (5I) and of the ANC values derived for °Be +p — “B; (i= 0-3),
0 +p — '"F; (i= 0 and 1) and O + ¢t — YF(g.s.) and their comparison with those of
the conventional DWBA obtained by other authors in Refs. [§, 31l 33] will be reported in the
next paper. Besides, there, the results of application of the ANC values above for the nuclear-
astrophysical “Be(p, 7)!°B, *O(p, 7)!'F and YF(p, )0 reactions will also be presented.

VII. CONCLUSION

Within the three-body Schrédinger formalism combined with the dispersion theory, a
new asymptotic theory is proposed for the peripheral sub- and above-barrier charged-particle
transfer A(x, y)B reaction, which is related to the “non-dramatic” case, where z=(y + a),
B=(A + a) and a is the transferred particle. There, the contribution of the three-body (A, a
and y) Coulomb dynamics of the transfer mechanism to the main reaction amplitude is taken
into account in the correct manner within the framework of the dispersion theory. While, an
influence of the Coulomb-nulear distortion effects in the entrance and exit channels are kept
in mind as it is done in the conventional DWBA. In the asymptotic theory proposed, the
contribution of the three-body Coulomb effects in the initial, intermediate and final states to
the amplitude for the main pole mechanism is taken correctly into account in all orders over the
Coulomb polarization potential Vlcf of the perturbation theory. Therefore, it can be considered
as a generalization of the "post”-approximation and the post form of the conventional DWBA.

The explicit forms of the generalized DWBA amplitude, the peripheral partial amplitudes
at l; >> 1 and [y >>1 and respective the differential cross section have been obtained. They
are directly expressed in the terms of the product of the ANC’s (or respective the NVC’s) for
y +a — x and A + a — B being adequate to the physics of the charge particle surface
reaction. In the amplitude derived, the contributions both of the rather low partial waves and
of the peripheral partial ones are taken into account in the pole approximation valid for the
channel radius R" > Ry. It makes it possible to consider simultaneously both the sub-barrier
transfer reaction and the above-barrier one. The calculations of the partial amplitudes has been
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perform for the specific above- and sub-barrier peripheral reactions corresponding to the proton
and triton transfer mechanisms, respectively. It is shown quantitatively that it is necessary to
take into account the three-body Coulomb dynamics in the main pole transfer mechanism for
calculation of the amplitude and the differential cross section where the partial amplitudes with
l; >> 1 and [y >>1 provide essential contribution at least in the angular range of the main
peak of the angular distribution of the differential cross section.
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APPENDIX A: Behavior of the pole-approximation and the ”post” form of the
DWBA amplitudes near cosf — ¢ and their the peripheral partial amplitudes at
[; >>1. The approximate forms of the CRFs and the “dramatic” case

Here, the explicit approximate forms for the behavior of the pole-approximation and the
post form of the DWBA amplitudes near cos — ¢ and the corresponding peripheral partial
amplitudes at [; >>1 are presented. Besides, below, we will find out the main reason of a
provenance of the “dramatic” case for the CRF values calculated at the values of the Coulomb
parameters 7),, g or 7, + np near to a natural number.

According to Refs. [12) 13] and [14], the explicit expressions of the Méole(Ei, cosf), which
determine the behaviors of the pole .Mpole (E;, cosf) amplitude near the singularity at cosf = &,

and the corresponding peripheral partial amplitudes for [; >> 1 have the forms as

(s) mg GaaGay
]\JPOIe<EJ27 COSH) kzkf (5 — COS e)l_an‘i'inif ’ (Al)
d
an » " (52 B 1)(771B_i77if)/2
MS EZ ~ v a G aGa
lupole( ) fkikf A yr(l — MeB + inif)m
6—li InT
(A2)

X l}/2+nzB—inif
for I; >> 1, respectively, where 7 = £ + \/&? — 1, Ny = 1, +np and n;y = n; +ny, and n; (ny)
is the Coulomb parameter in the entrance (exit) channel. From Eqgs. (3] - @5]) ( ) and (A2)

we can obtain the explicit forms of the peripheral partial amplitudes for the ]\4pOlO (EZ-, cosb)
and ]\4post (EZ-, cosf) amplitudes. They have the forms as

Mlz,pole ~ N pole M(Zspolo(E) (AB)
and

Mll,post ~~ N;])Doz\ifM(l,)polo(E )> (A4)
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where NOW = NDW/D(1 — 5,5 + dmig) and NOW = NOW/D(1 — p,p + ).

pole pole post post
The explicit forms of the NJIV and NP CRE’s contain the integrals over the variable ¢

(0< t < 1) with the cumbersome integrand functions. As seen from Ref. [I3|, the dependence
of the integrand functions on the vertex Coulomb parameters (7, and 7ng) and the Coulomb
parameters in the entrance and exit channels (7, and 7)) are presented in the factorized forms

as Féﬁ’nB (t)Féfzzf (t) for the integral corresponding to the NP (j= 1) and that corresponding

to NOw (7= 2). One notes that the Féf%f (t) functions are regular at the points t=0 and 1,

whereas the Fn(z)ng (t) functions have the integrable singularities at these points. In this case, the

approximated explicit forms for the Ng{g and NI])DOZX CRFs can be obtained from the expressions

14) and (26) of Ref. [13], since the modulus of the F, (ij ) () functions change slower than the
nf

Féi)nB(t) functions within the integration interval. Therefore, the regular Féf 27 ;(t) functions can

be taken out from under the integrations in Eqs. (14) and (26) of [I3] at the point ¢=0 being
a singular point (a branch one) for the other Fygi)nB (t) functions (j= 1 and 2). As a result, the
expressions for the CRF’s above can be reduced to the forms

ap); ) in g\
NOW =~ Néoﬁ)’Dw = T(1 —nup + inig) (2 — 1)/ (A_B> Do,y (i kp) Ipore (1, M)
(A5)
and
ap); DW ap); DW ap); DW ap); DW
Nt e Nyobl P = NG NP e, (A46)
ap); . in. Mg\
J@WzmvwszmA%@mww%u—%B+w»w—1wm(f)
XD??z??B??mf(kiv kf)ll(nmv 773)7 (A7)
ap); . in; )\B e
WW”NVWWZMNMWMWO—mB+WM¥—1WW(T)

Xanannf(ki7 kf)l2(77x> 773)- (A8)

Herein: Eyq = (masEi + mpeaq + MyEay)/Mmya is the relative kinetic energy of the A and y
cores in the intermediate state,

kllkf Nz kzkfl nB

Doy b ) = Cloe ) (5 ) (Gt (49)

1 s nzB_l

B (1 —ét)
Ipole(ﬁm UB) = Ux/o dtma (AlO)
1 s nzB_l
(1 —ét)

I:(n;, = dt ) All
J(n nB) /0 tnﬂf(l _ t)mg X](t) ( )

Herein: ¢ =1— X,/ g < 1(A;, = my/m, and A\g = ma/mp) and
Xj(t) = Cth2 -+ b]t -+ Cj (A12a)
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in which
a; :ma(/-ziy — K4,)/mp — m2K4,/mamp — (mampyk;/m, mAmB)2,

ay = mamap (K2, — Ki.)/my — (Mampyki/mamp)?,

by = mA(/@iy — K4,)/mp + MKy, /mamp + (mempyk;/m, mAmB)z, (A13)
by = m (K2, — Kha)/my + Mmamapk’y,/mp + (mampyki/mamp)’,
1= Khgr C2 = MAKY,/mp

and 3

Cmi, ny) = exp[=(ny — m)¢ — (i + ), (A14)
where " )

5=tan ' () 5= tan! _FAa ) Alb
14 ( KR Aq ) 14 ]{52 + ]{Jfl ( )

By using this case, we note that there are misprints in expression (14) of [I3]. There, in
the right-hand side of the equation for N (7., n, 1, 7¢), the factor (Ag/Aa)™ (= (Ap/Ae)™ in
Eq.(A11)) is omitted and factor e~™ should be substituted by that of e=™/2(n = n;;).

In Eq. (A9), the Coulomb C(n;, ny) factor arises because of the aforesaid approximate
taking into account of the Coulomb distorted effects in the entrance and exit channels. One
notes that this factor coincides with that obtained in [40] from the approximate amplitude of
the sub-barrier neutron transfer reaction derived within the diffraction model. Besides, as is
seen from Egs. (A12a) and (A13), x; (t) >0 for 0< ¢ <1 (j= 1 and 2) and x1(0)= £%,, x2(0)=
mir%,/my and x;(1)= a; + b; + ¢;= k2, as well as a; < 0 and b; >0, since k; > Kqy and
k’i > KAq-

We now consider the integrals (A10) and (All). Integration in Eq. (A10) can be easily
done by using formula 3.197(4) of [38]. It results in the expression

A

Nax
Ipole(lr]mv nB) = - <ﬁ) FC(nrv nB)u (A16)

where
Fo(Ne, 1) = F(;(I ji}r(i ;BgB>- (A17)

To take the integral (A11), firstly, the x;(¢) function should be presented to the form

Xi(8) = a;(t — )& — ), (A12b)

where t§-k) (k=1 and 2) are the solutions of the equations x;(¢)=0 for which t§-l) >1 and t§2) <0
(j=1and 2). Then, using Eq. (A12b), the [y;(¢)]~'/2 functions can be expanded in the binomial
series at the points ¢ = t;,o = b;/2|a;| <1, which are the extremum (minimum) points of the

functions above. The power expansion for the [y, ()] ~*/2 functions is reduced to the form as
D@17 = £+ 319 = t0)" (418)
n=2
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Herein .
. Q‘Qj |n+1/2

(n+1)/2
Dj

L (2k—=1)1[2(n — k) — 1)1
(=1) kl(n — k)! ’

f9 = (-1) (A19)

k=0
9 = i (t0)] Y2 = (la;|/D;)"* and [X}(tj:0)] /=0 in which the prime is marked a deriva-
tion from the [y;(¢)]~'/2 function, and (—1)!=1.
Inserting Eq. (A18) in Eq. (A1ll) and using formulae 3.197(3) and 3.211 from [38] in the
obtained expression, for I;(n,, nz) we derive the following form

FC(nxa nB) =

where
- a1\ Y L
Li(ne, 1) = <F> + ) FFl(l — Ny =N, 1 — NeBi 2 — NuBity o, €)- (A21)
J n=2 :
Herein:
“ n!
Fy(1 =12y =0, 1 = g 2 = Mapi 1.0, 6) = D ————( = tj0) 7"
b ' —_— ' ’
= q(n—q)!
'l 4+q—mn.) T(2—np) N
F(1—n,14+qg— 1024+ q— n.B;¢ A22

is the hypergeometric function of two variables [38], and F'(a,b;c; %) is the known hypergeo-
metric function.

Inserting Eqs. (A16) and (A17) in Eq. (A5), and Eqgs. (A7), (A8) and (A20) in Eq. (A6)
the NPW and NPW CRF’s can be reduced to the forms as

pole post

NDW me NSEPY = (1 = map + inig) (€ = )™ 2 Fo (e, 08) Dy e, (ks k) (A23)

pole pole
" (As/As)"
NDW o N@niDW _ n(apiDW ey Hay(An/As) @
post post pole { (1 — an)
X [77yA(2EyA/NyA)1/2]~1(77x, nB) — (Ufkf/ﬂf)fz(%, 773)”" (A24).

Asis seen from Eqgs. (A23) and (A24), the approximate allowance of the Coulomb distortions

in the entrance and exit channels in the expressions for the NDW and N CRF’s makes us it

possible to derive their explicit forms in which the factors, depending both on the Coulomb 7,
and np parameters and on the Coulomb 7, and 7y ones, are separated. The explicit approximate

forms for the M) PW(E;, cosh) and M) PW(E;, cosf) amplitudes can be obtained from Egs.

po]e post

(I3), (I4) and (I5) by mean of replacement of the NDW and NDW CRE’s by those given in Egs.

ole ost

(A23) and (A24), respectively. Similar to Eqs. (A1) and (A2), the amplitudes above determine
the behavior of peripheral partial amplitudes for /; >> 1, which have the forms as

(§2 N 1)%13/2

MEY  (E) ~ MUY () = Vi .

le; 1; 1 rar
pole; pole; l; kz k‘f

GAaGay
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e—li InT

XFO(nwa nB>Dnz nB N nf(kiu kf) 11/2+7]13_imf (A25)
l;
and
ap); DW ap); DW ap); DW
M;])Doz\t/; lz(El) ~ M[_()Oft); l; (EZ) = Réoz)t M;()ofe), l; (EZ) (A26)

for I; >> 1, where Gaa = Guagipj, and Goy = Gay1,j,, and Négft);DW is determined by Eq.
(A24), and REZFPY = NP /NN

According to [12, 13], the CRF NTBPM for the M) TBPM(E: ~cosf) amplitude, given by Eq.
(I6), can be presented in the form

NTBOM — (ko /202, ) (o /205, )2 (€ — 1)/

Xr(l — NzB + anf)FC(nmv nB)N(nmv B, Ni, nf)a (A27)
N(nmv nB, i, 77f) = Fc_l(n:m nB)AnyA(kiv kf)Amnf(kiu kf)v (A28)
AnyA(ki7 kf) = 6_277yA%0yA7 Am Ny (klv kf) = €exp ( — i — 77f90f)7 (A29)
E V2
(pyA — tan_l (m(i/)/ZyA yA) 1/2’ (ABO)
(mmmA&?ay) + (mBmyeAa)
k3, — ki k2 — k2
=1 N — tan~ ! M1 T M) A31
e (B - (2 s

The behavior of the peripheral partial amplitudes of the M®TEPM(E; cosf) amplitude for
l; >> 1 has the form as [12| [13]

My —Il; InT

ik s

wB—inif)/2
(£2 _ 1)(77 B—if)/ B e

7

MIPPM(E) ~ /7

GAaGay

(A32)

One notes that, the three-body CRF N(n,, ng, n;, ng)(= N) (A28) arises due to correct
taking into account both of the three-body Coulomb dynamics in the main transfer mechanism
and of the Coulomb interactions in the entrance and exit states. As shown in Refs. [12] and
[41], the factors F' (., ng) and A, , (k;, ky) in Eq. (A28) by-turn arise as a result of taking
into account all possible subsequent mutual Coulomb interactions of the transferred particle a
with the cores A and y and of the cores A and y, respectively, in the main transfer mechanism.
Whereas the factor A,, ns (i, ky) arises due to Coulomb interaction in the initial and final
states. As is seen from the expressions (A27) and (A28), in Eq. (A27), the contribution
of the F(n,, ng) factor to the NTBPM CRF is compensated by an appearance of the factor
Fgl(nx, np) in the three-body Coulomb factor N. The F(n,, ng) factor arises because of
the vertex Coulomb effects in the three-ray vertexes of the pole diagram of Fig. [l, which
corresponds to the pure pole amplitude [12] 35]. Besides, the expression (I6) coincides with
the behavior of the pure pole amplitude (Fig. [Ila) near a vicinity of the singularity at cosf = &
when a contribution of the three-body Coulomb effects in the three-body DWBA amplitude is
ignored, i.e., the three-body Coulomb factor N should set equal to unity in Eq. (A27).
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We now discuss the main reason of a provenance of the “dramatic” case mentioned above.
It arises because of taking into account only the single-Coulomb rescattering of the transferred
particle a with the cores A and y in the pole-approximation and the “post” form of the DWBA
at values of either 7, or g or 1,5 are in the vicinity of a natural number. In this case, as it is
seen from Eqs. (A23) and (A24) as well as Eqs. (A27) and (A28), the difference between the
CRF’s NDW, NDW and NTPPM (or NDOYX Ngg and NTBPM) becomes significant. It is due to a
presence of the vertex Coulomb Fc(m, np) and Fe(n,, ng)/(1 - n.p) factors in Egs. (A23) and
(A24), respectively, whereas they are absent in the NTBPM (or NTBPM) CRF in Eqs. (A27) and
(A28). This means that the power expansion over the Coulomb polarization potential AVZ(“} in
the transition operator of Eqs. (I0)) and (IIl), which correspond to the zero- and first orders of
the perturbation theory over AVZCf, has a poor convergence in the “dramatic” case.

Therefore, in the “dramatic” case, the next terms (AVfCGC AVE) of the transition operator
in the series in AV, should directly be taken into account in the M™PPV(E;, cosf) amplitude.

Since each of the terms of them has the identical behaviour as that for the Méfm (E;, cosb)
amplitude [13], one obtains the expression
AMTEPV(E, cosh) =~ AME TEPV (B, cosh) = ANTBDWMI()O%C(Ei, cost), (A33)

where ANTBPW i5 the CRF corresponding to the AMTBPW(E;, cosf) amplitude. Then, the
expression for the main singular term of the MTB(E;, cosf) amplitude near cosf = £ can be
presented in the form

M (B, cost) ~ MWT(E;, cos§) = R™(E) M) (E;, cost), (A34)
where
RYE(E) = N'(E) /N (E) (A35)
and
N™® = N + ANTPPW, (A36)

As a result, from Eqs. (I6) and (A34), the behavior of the exact three-body MTB(E;, cosf)
DWBA amplitude near the singularity at cosf = ¢ is presented in the form
M™(E;, cosf) ~ MO ™(E;, cost) = RTB(E;)M")

pole

(E;, cosh). (A37)

Herein:
kTB(E') _ NTBDM(E )/NTB(E) NTBDM(Ei)/NTB(Ei), (A38)

which is valid for the “dramatic” case, where N™B(E;) = N™B(E;)/T(1 — nup + inig).

One notes that, in reality, the expressions (A34)-(A38) are valid simultaneously both for
the “dramatic” case and for the “non-dramatic” one. Therefore, Eqs. (A34)-(A36) are more
accurate than the expression (I7). Consequently, they may also be used for testing the accuracy
of Eq. (7). Hence, a knowledge of the explicit form of the ANTBPW CRF is required. But,
the task of direct finding the explicit form of the ANTBPW CRF is fairly difficult because of the
presence of the three-body Coulomb operator G¢ in the transition operator of Eq. (I2]) and,
so, it requires a special consideration. At present such work is in progress within the cycle of
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works, which are carried by us, on a development of the asymptotic theory for the peripheral
reaction ([II), which must really involve both the “dramatic” case and the “non-dramatic” one.

APPENDIX B: Formulae and expressions

Here we present the necessary formulae and expressions.
The matrix element M,(qa,) of the virtual decay B — A + a is related to the overlap
function 4,(ra,) as [9)

MAa(qAa> = Ni}{f/e_iqAarAavAa(rAa>IAa(rAa>drAa

2
— i{f(ﬂ + 5Aa) /e—ZqAarAaIAa(rAa>drAa (Bl)
2,“Aa
/ JpM v ~
- Ar Z CJ:VBgAMAClj:}LEJaMaGAW IpjB (qAa)}/EBMB (qAa),
lBuBiBVE

where Gag:1555(q4q) 18 the vertex formfactor for the virtual decay B — A + a, qu, is the
relative momentum of the A and a particles and Gag.15j, = Gaaipjs(i64a), 1.€., the NVC
coincides with the vertex formfactor G g1, 5(¢4aq) When all the B, a and A particles are on-
shell (qa, = ika,). The same relations similar to Eq. (B1) hold for the matrix element My, (qqy)
of the virtual decay + — y + a and the overlap function I, (r,).

The partial-waves expansions for the distorted wave functions of relative motion of the nuclei
in the initial and exit states of the reaction under consideration have the form as [20]

47T l; 10 * %
\Ijl(j)(rz) = ﬁZzlle W (s 1) Y, (8) Y, (K,
U L
\If*(_)(r-) _ Ar il e (kps )Y, (20)YS, (T)) (B2)
k; (VA k‘frf Lp\fs D) pug B F) L lppp \Bf )
lrpy

where W;(k; r) is the partial wave functions in the initial state or the final one.
The expansions of the 7Y ;. (fq,) and r AaleoB(r 4q) functions on the bipolar harmonics
of the [, rank and the [ one have the forms as

J— ' 1/2 M Az A1 HAz A2
2 a

AttAe=la fixg fix, HAa

lx x A A
X O, Aoing Yy (B1) Yoz, (E) (B3)

| 1/2 o1 02
T Aa lBaB(rAa Z Z ({7 165! ) ( " My "

o1+o2=IB [ioyfioqy Hay

and

xClpes oy (5)YE L (). (B4)

O1Hoq 0'2#0'2 O1Hoq 020y
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Egs. (B3) and (B4) can be derived from (20) and
iaiey N
. o . i iNLLO
/dr Y i, B) Y0 (89) Vi, (B0) Yoy, (85) = (=1)" > <#>

Iy Iy
XCl 0 OCIOUl OC”” A Mlc’l — 01 fioy

faao N\ 1/2
08 Y (b)Y (F1)Yi () Vg, () = (7)
/ 2fay FHLg 2fxg ZL (47T)2LL

Lir Lir
Xle0A2 OCIOUQ Ole ity A2 fixg Clm 02 fioy "

The explicit form of Mlz(l)]l: Jlilf(Ei) entering Eq. (46) is given by

ole i(oy. +o, ™7 \1/2
llilBJlilf(E) = ellout lf)(lz' ly) /

1/2 o 1/2 -
x Z Z Zl(g)\l) (201) tbe 1d2010010Cl 0A10

o14o2=lp A1+Ae=ly UL

X, 0CL O, oW (Loaloy; Up) X (M Xals; LilgJ; TLIg)BYS S (k;, k),

lolplil Ao
ole - l
Bll;lslilf)qcn (k“ kf) (77 /477 +nB)(/€AQ/2) B('%ay/Q) KAak 3

o0 [o¢]
A +o Ao+ o 1
x/}dr,-ri“’ 1+1\Ifli(ri;k:i)/ } drfrf2+ 2J’I\Iflf(rf; ke)Aigi(ri, ),
R(;l RCl

~ 1
Aigia(ri, r§) = 5/ dzP)(2)Fi;(raa; 68,18 — 1) F, (Tay: Kays 1z)
—1
Fl(T' K 77) — L /OO dte—nrt(t2 _ 1)l+n+1
T P(l +n+ 2) 1 ’

(B8)

(B9)

(B10)

where W (l1j1laja; J3ja) and X (A1 Aaly; lilpJ; 1 LLg) are the standard Racah and Fano coefficients
[39], respectively; th = R, + R4 and R}h = R, + Rp are the cutoff radii in the entrance
and exit channels, respectively, which are determined only by the free parameter ry since Ro=
70C'/3 in which C is a mass number of the nucleus C; (’;Z) is the binomial coefficient and j=

2j + 1.
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Figure 1: Diagrams describing transfer of the particle a and taking into account possible sub-
sequent Coulomb-nuclear rescattering of particles (A, a and y) in the intermediate state.
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Figure 2: Diagrams describing the matrix element for the virtual decay B — A + a (z —
y + a).
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Figure 3: The [; dependence of the modulus of the partial wave amplitudes (| My, |=|
M, 1) for the “Be(*"B,” Be)'By (a), **O(°*He,d)'"Fy (b) and “F(p, a)'O (c) reactions
at projectile energies of Fiwog= 100 MeV, Esge.— 29.75 MeV and E,=250 keV, respectively, for
which l, = lsge= 0, L= 1 and lirp, = 2 at different fixed values J. Here [; and [; are the relative
orbital momenta in the entrance and exits channels of the considered reaction, respectively, and
J is the transferred angular momentum. In (a), the solid line is for J= 0 and Iy = [;, the dashed
line is for J= 1 and Iy = [; + 1 and the dotted line is for J= 2 and Iy = [; + 2. In (b), the
solid line is for J= 2 (I = l; +2). In (c¢), the solid line is for J= 0 (I = ;). The inserts
are the ratio of the | My, ; | calculated with taking into account of the renormalized Coulomb

EI?DM(EZ-) factor to that calculated with ISI?DM(Ei): 1 in the peripheral partial amplitudes

(see Egs. (48) and (49)).
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Table 1: Reaction A(J}, y)B, FC’ = FC(%, 77B) = P(l - nx)r(l - nB)/P(l - Tch) (an =Nz + 773)7 in-

cident energy E,., values of renormalized CRFs NII))OYZ and ]\Nf&!\t’ as well as NTBPM ¢orresponding to the

pole-approximation and the ”post” form of DWBA as well as the exact three-body model, respectively,
and quantities RTBPM— NTBDM ND\IN — NTBDM/NDW pTBDM_ \TBDM /NDW_ \TBDM /\TDW

DW TBDM TBDM DW pDO\‘;V \DW / n7 DVI\deel’O post pot po
Row, = R /Rpost = Npost/Npole: Npost Npole' B; denotes the ground (i=0) state and the

first-third (i=1-3) excited ones of the residual °B nucleus, while, '"F; denotes the ground (i=0) and
first (i=1) excited states of the residual !“F nucleus. Figures in the curly brackets are the modulus of
the correspending ratios.

Az, y)B; E,, MeV NDW (NDY) NTBDM RTBDM (RIBDM)
nE; N5 (Fo) [R Dost
1 2 3 4 5
9Be("Be, °B)"Be 84 [20] (9.222 - 4-33.373)x10° -8.1648x10%  -0.627 - i-2.292
0.233; 1.823 ((3.899 - i-14.112)x10?) (-0.374 - 7-1.355)
(0.695) [1.671 + i-4.020x10~ 13
{1.67(1.46)[2.38]}
UN("Be, B)'3C 85 |27, 28] (-7.865 + -3.795)x10° -1.6084x10*  16.58 + -8.00
0.331; 1.921 ((2.6553 - i-1.2813)x10%) (1.47 - 4-0.71)
(0.366) [11.2 + 4-2.1x107 1]
{18.4(1.63)[11.2]}
‘Be(1°B,’ Be)!°By, 100 [8] 0.339 - i-2.664 -4.117 -0.193 - 4-1.521
0.234; 0.468 (0.515 - -4.053) (-0.127 - 4-1.000)
(0.871) [1.521 + 4-1.300x10~1%]
{1.533(1.008)[1.521]}
‘Be(1°B,’ Be)!°B; 100 [8] 0.215 - i-2.833 -4.431 -0.118 - 4-1.555
0.234; 0.482 (-0.333 - -4.383) (-7.639x1072 - i-1.005)
(0.852) [1.546 - -7.227x1071%]
{1.559(1.008)[1.546]}
9Be(1°B,°Be)'°B, 100 [8] 1.658x1072 - 4-3.147 -5.063 -8.476x1072 - 4-1.609
0.234; 0.506 (-2.643 - i-5.016) (-5.319x1073 - i-1.009)
(0.845) [1.593 + i-1.588x10~ |
{1.609(1.009)[1.593]}
9Be('°B,°Be)'°Bs 100 [8] -7.489x1072 - 4-3.314 -5.417 3.691x1072 - §-1.633
0.234; 0.519 (-0.121 - 4-5.361) (2.281x1072 - §-1.010)
(0.836) [1.617 + i-1.405x10~14]
{1.634(1.010)[1.617]}
160 (3He, d)'"Fy 29.75 [31] 261.48 + i-435.04 -590.36 -0.599 + -0.996
1.577; 1.632 (279.68 + i-465.32) (-0560 + i-0.932)
(0.983) [1.069 - -1.600x10~1%]
{1.162(1.087)[1.069]}
160(*He, d)'F, (-2.96 - i-4.75)x10'° -1.33x10° (1.26 - i-2.05)x10~7
3.760; 3.815 ((-0.725 - i-1.160)x10'°) ((5.14 - i-8.26)x1077)
(0.887) [0.245 - -1.300x10~ 1]
{2.406x1077(9.729x10~7)
[0.245]}
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Table 2: continuation of Table 1

1 2 3 4 5
PF(p, )0(g-s.) 0.250 |32, 33] (-1.360 + 4-0.453)x10~3 -1.68x10~3  1.112 + 4-0.370
0.585; 0.615 ((-1.48 + i-0.494)x10~?) (1.023 + i-0.340)
(0.943) [1.088 - i-7.150x10 8]
{1.172(1.078)[1.088]}
0.350 (-3.20 + i-1.14 )x1073 -3.98x107%  1.104-+ -0.394
-9. -1-1. x10™ . + 2-0.
3.480 - 4-1.240)x10~3 1.014 ,-0.361
[1.088 - i-6.005x10~ 8]
{1.172(1.076)[1.088]}
0.450 (-5.41 + i-2.04 )x10~3 -6.78x1073  1.097+ i-0.412
-9. - 12, x10™ . =+ 2-0.
5.893 - §-2.217)x1073 1.008 i-0.379
[1.088]
{1.172(1.077)[1.088]}
0.327 [34] (-2.750 + i-0.97)x10~3 -3.42x1073  1.110 + 4-0.390
((-3.00 + i-1.05)x10~3) (1.020 + 4-0.360)
[1.090]
{1.177(1.082)[1.088]}
0.387 (-3.980 + 4-1.450 )x1073 -4.97x10~%  1.100-+ 4-0.400
((-4.330 - 7-1.580)x10~3) (1.010 + i-0.370)
[1.090]
{1.170(1.076)[1.090]}
0.486 (-6.30 + i-2.41 )x1073 -7.90x10~%  1.090+ 4-0.420

((-6.850 + i-2.62)x10~3)

(1.010 + i-0.380)
[1.090]
{1.168(1.079)[1.090]}
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Table 3: The specific reactions and the corresponding to them vertices described by the triangle
diagram Fig. 2k, the positions of singularities ir and ir; (iF;) in gaq(gay) as well as € and & (&;) in
the cos #-plane of the reaction amplitude, where & is related either to the vertex B — A+a ( k= Kaq)

or to the vertex x — y+a (k= Kyq) -

The vertex
Reaction E;.B‘b B — A+a 5 bl C; dz Hi(l_ii), él
A(z,y)B MeV — (z = y+a) (h,fm™Y)  (e)) (fi)  (g)  fm™! (&)
9Be(1°B,"Be)!°By 100 "By — ?Be + p  1.020(0.534) ®Be d n 0940  1.064
SLi  “‘He ¢ 2.024  1.479
n 9B  SBe 0.802  4.169
60(*He,d)'"Fy  29.7 YFo— 0 +p 1.065(0.165) N *He d  2.696  3.253
BN 4He ¢ 2.645  3.508
p 0 N 0905  49.551
(*He — d + p)  1.065(0.420) (p) (d) (n) (0.652) (1.562)
YF(p, )10 0250 YF — 160 + ¢ 13.648(1.194) N “4He p  1.522  19.720
0.350 11.544(1.194) 1.522  16.647
0.450 10.190(1.194) 1.522  14.665
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