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The cross section of the direct E0 pair emission has meaningful contribution to the total cross section of the
120 (a, )"0 reaction at low energy < 1.9 MeV. EO resonance emission and internal pair conversion have sig-

+

nificant effect to the total cross section of the >C/(a, 7)'®O reaction. In this paper e*e™ paired emission has been

focused on taking into account the angular correlation. EO contribution is also significant in a presence of E1 and E2
transition, therefore e™e™ pair emission may not be neglected and has a significant effect on the total cross section

in the case of the *C(a, 7)'°O reaction.

PACS: 03.65.Pm, 03.65.Ge, 61.80.Mk

1. INTRODUCTION lation that was done using the R-matrix calculation.
They account a systematic error of 30%. This 30%
Study of heavy nuclei reactions at higher energies error is not accepted well in astrophysical relevance.
> 20 M eV leads to the information about shape tran- Also the S-factor, that they calculated, was very high.
sitions and nuclear models. While, light nuclei in- Due to the moderate energy resolution of
teractions at low energies < 5 MeV gives informa- BGO crystals and limited acceptance of the
tion about the reaction mechanisms for astrophysical separator, ERNA experiment was performed.
purposes. The 2C(a, )00 is very important reac-
tion and is considered as the 'Holy Grail’ process in
the nuclear astrophysics [1-3]. Many experimental at-
tempts have been carried out to get better determina-
tion of 12C(ar, )60 rate, but required precision has
not been achieved yet due to the lack of statistics [4]. | =
Matei Catalin [5] has studied the cascade transition % —S@’M B
through 6.05 MeV state of the 1°0 nucleus, which has
been ignored in previous studies of the 2C(«, v)%0
reaction. He has observed the first excited state in = ooor |
160 over a wide range of energies and made the sub-
sequent fits for the cross section (S-factor). In his
experiment the 0 — 0% transition in the 60 nu- 1 2
cleus was analyzed for the first time in connection
with the 2C(a, 7)%O reaction cross section at he-
lium burning energies. But the statistics was very
weak and could not meet the required purpose [5].
They summed up the F1 and E2 transitions to get [5]
the estimation of 6.05 MeV transition. The experi-
mental set up consisted of the BGO array which does D. Schuermann et al. [6] studied the radiative capture
not allow for the separation of primary transitions reaction 2C(a, 4)'%0 in the energy range between
to 6.05 and 6.13 MeV states in 0. The reason for 3.3 MeV to 4.5MeV. This experiment focused in
this is the fact that the energy resolution of these de- particular on the cascade transition to 0" state at
tectors was about 100...150 keV. Fig.1 is excitation E = 6.05 MeV in '60. In this experiment 7-rays
function, where error bars are the data points that were detected. The 6.05 MeV transition has been
start from 2 MeV, below this there is only extrapo- considered as a component accounting for up to 15%
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Fig.1. The R-matriz fit of the excitation function
for the E = 6.05 MeV transition (Error bar). Dot
and line — E1 transition, small dots — E2 transition
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of the 2C(a, 7)'°0 total cross section at astrophys-
ical energies. The experiment did not go beyond the
5 MeV to avoid the high energy background. The cal-
culated S-factor was less than 1keV b (Fig.2). Also
they concluded that 6.05 MeV cascade transition
in 12C(a, )90 has no astrophysical relevance at
the stellar burning temperatures. Sum of 6.05 MeV
and 6.13 MeV amplitudes resulted in S-factor val-
ues, which were very close to the DRAGON data.
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Fig.2. R-matriz analysis of 6.05 MeV transition.
Circles are 6.05 M eV data (E2) only, Black solid and
dashed lines are two best fits; dotted line is R-Matrix
calculation of E1 component [6]

These two discrepancies can be removed while study-
ing the emission of eTe™ pairs at energies less than
2MeV. Snover and Hurd [7] estimated the direct
capture cross section for the F0 pair emission of re-
action at low bombarding energies. They compared
this transition with the £2 photon emission. By com-
paring them it was shown that E0 pair emission and
E2 photon emission are relating each with other. In
this case the pair emission cross section is of the or-
der of 1079 of the total cross section at low energies.
This small factor of cross section is unimportant for
the determination of S34(0). They concluded that EQ
pair emission and internal conversion are very negli-
gible relatively the direct single photon emission [7].
There is a theoretical analogy of 6.05 M eV transition
to ground state given by G.Baur et al. [8]. They did
not support the EO emission. The F0 emission is not
seen directly up to now in the 2C(a, )0 reaction,
there are theoretical evidences that do not support
the E0 emission.

In parallel some experimental and theoretical
studies have been carried out for capturing rays in
the 2C(a, v)'%0 reaction at low energy. Gialanella
et al. [9] obtained the excitation function while ob-
serving E'1 capture amplitude in the energy range be-
tween 1.32...2.99 MeV. SchAurmann et al. [10] have
measured the total cross section of 2C/(a, 7)*¢O re-
action in energy range between 1.9...4.9 MeV. They
also studied the ground state emission F'1 and E2.

In this paper, a discussion on the 07 — 0% tran-
sition via ete™ pair transition at energy < 1.9 MeV
has been carried out. A miniscule work has been

carried out at low energy level because experimental
facilities have not been introduced yet to carry out
the experimental studies. Therefore it is significant
to focus on the interactions at low energy level. This
paper aims to describe the importance of 07 — 0T
transitions via ete™ pair transition. This transition
still has been neglected but it has worth in total cross
section measurements of 2C(a, v)'®O reaction. So
it is desirable to explain the transition at low energy
below 1.9 MeV that may be helpful to avoid extrap-
olation.

2. £E0 TRANSITION

FEQ transitions in light nuclei might have a large
impact in nuclear astrophysics, since they may con-
nect 07 states that cannot be connected by radiative
transitions. FE0 transitions occur between two states
of the nucleus both of which have spin I = 0. As
we know from electromagnetism, there are no multi-
poles of order [ = 0 in the radiation field. Hence no
radiative transition can take place. The transition
0" — 07T is strictly forbidden for electromagnetic
radiation. However, a transition is possible in which
the K electrons take over the energy [11, 12]. In this
case we must take into account the region of con-
figuration space for which the electron is within the
nucleus. Its contribution is negligible in general, but
it is the most important in the case considered here.
Since a transition of the 0% — 07 type does not pro-
duce any electromagnetic field outside the nucleus,
the energy transfer must take place inside. If the
energy difference between the nuclear states is larger
than 2m.c?, a new type of internal conversion can
occur. The energy can be transmitted to electrons in
the negative-energy states near the nucleus. These
states occur in the relativistic wave equation of the
electron. It is well known that Dirac’s theory of the
positron assumes that the states of negative kinetic
energy are occupied by electrons. The lifting of one of
these negative-energy electrons into a positive-energy
state appears as the creation of an electron-positron
pair. This process has been suggested by Oppen-
heimer et al. [13] and calculations have been done
by various authors [14, 15]. The probability of inter-
nal pair formation is larger than the probability of
ejection of a K shell electron if the available energy
is appreciably larger than 2m.c? Internal pair for-
mation supplements ordinary internal conversion in
that the pair formation rate is the largest where the
internal conversion rate is the smallest, namely in
the region of low atomic number and high transition
energies.

3. THE CAPTURE REACTION 2C(a,~)'0

The capture reaction 2C(a, )0 (Q = 7.16 MeV)
takes place in the helium burning stage of red giant
stars and represents a key reaction of nuclear astro-
physics as it strongly influences the production of all
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elements heavier than A = 16 as well as the stellar
evolution from the helium burning phase to the late
explosive stages. It is the regulator of C/O abun-
dance in the universe and influences the composition
of CO White dwarfs [10,6]. The cross section of this
reaction at the Gamow energy E0 ~ 300 KeV deter-
mines the He burning time scale together with the
convection mechanism. The carbon abundance at
that stage has important consequences for the sub-
sequent evolution of various astrophysical scenarios,
e.g. a direct influence on type Il supernova nucle-
osynthesis, the maximum luminosity, kinetic energy
of type I supernova nucleosynthesis and the cooling
sequence of CO White dwarfs [4, 8]. The possible role
of F0 emission has already been addressed by Baur-
Snover, as E0 emission is important in 12C(a, v)%0O
capture measurement since they are made by detect-
ing the emitted eTe™ pairs. The major factor that
enhances the importance of F0Q emission is that it
occurs by s-wave capture [8].

4. EXPLANATION

Many experimental works have been done on the cap-
ture cross section of 12C(a,)®O reaction consider-
ing the y-ray emission but at the energies more than
1.9 MeV for the contribution in the total cross sec-
tion. We will show theoretically the importance of
eTe™ pair emission at low energy. A comparison of
the F0 and E2 emissions for the transitions between
individual levels of finite spin is given in [7]. While
the ratio of cross sections is given as [8]:
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where fpo and fgo are given by [14, 15]:
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Estimation on Iggzlz ratio tells that the capture takes

place at the nuclear radius, so at low interaction ener-
gies the effective radius is large. Thus to get the max-
imum advantage from the EQ transition we must add
a factor obtained in the following manner to approach
to the angular correlation term. From the above esti-
mates and working on the potential model calculation
of Woods-Saxon potential the Sgo(0.3) factor calcu-

lated was:
SE0(0.3) = 0.02keV b. (3)

This factor may be improved by taking into account
the angular correlation of emitted particles. The EO
direct capture occurs between the identical quantum
numbers j = 0 and even parity. According to the
selection rule there is no FO transition, when [ = 0

as given by the following relation [16]:
Hy v = 7% \/E;OTW <‘I/L ’fffzkris “Di
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Solving (4) only for the electric component gives us:
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(5)

Here r; 1, is the component of position of particle in
the direction of motion, r; . is the component of par-
ticle in the direction of electric field and angular mo-
mentum components are in the direction of magnetic
field. In order to estimate the EO transition proba-
bility, a convenient formulation has been proposed in
[17]. EO is possible through the internal conversion
process [18,19]. The electromagnetic processes also
contribute to the astrophysical rate for '2C + « cap-
ture reaction at low energy. The phase space factor
for the emission of eTe™ pairs is small but we can
improve the results by working under angular cor-
relation to get the better contribution of the cross
section at low energy. If the angular distribution be-
tween electron and positron is isotropic then, for a
high energy pair transition in a nuclide of low atomic
number, the energy distribution is given by:

El  _
Hyp v =—

N(E)dE x E*(Ey — E)?*dE, (6)
where N(E)dE is the number of electrons (positrons)
emitted with some kinetic energy between FE and
E + dE and Ey = ET — 2m.c?, where ET is the
nuclear transition energy [20]. If the transition is, in
addition, 0 — 0™ decay, then angular correlation is
given by:

W(0) < 1+ cos(f). (7)
Equations (6) and (7) tell us that the probability of
pair emission is maximum for an equal sharing of en-
ergy between electron and positron. By using the
Dirac equation and Coulomb distorted wave approxi-
mation we get the angular correlation for £Q conver-
sion as

d?n

_ 4 _ldn
dk d cos(0)

e [1+ ecos(8)],

1
=5 5)

where e the anisotropy factor, and k is the kinetic
energy. Simplification gives us:

dn

deos(®) = [1 4 cos(8)].

9)

This relation shows that the emission of electron and
positron pairs can be enhanced by working under
angular correlation and this is possible at smaller
values which favor the 6.05 MeV ete™ pairs at low
energy. If the interaction plane is set in such a way
as to get the jet of particles at some lower angle
rather than transverse to the beam axis, then the
probability may be increased to favor the pair emis-
sion Fig.1. For this reason a strong experimental
setup that surrounds the 47 angle of the detection
system is required to get the better contribution of
electron and positron pairs. To increase the S factor



for F0 pair emission at Gamow energy, it will be rea-
sonable to take into account the angular correlation
factor, so as to increase the pair emission probability.

Detectors

Trangverse tobeam axis

Incident beam o

Clome of owipt particles

Gaussian

Counts

Energy (MeV)

Fig.3. Schematic diagram to achieve enhanced prob-
ability of ete™ pairs under angular correlation

Fig.3 explains that the cone of particles in transverse
direction to the plane of interaction gives less prob-
ability to get an event as represented by Gaussian
distribution. While if the interaction plane is inclined
to certain angle no matter what the geometry is, then
the probability to get events has increased as clearly
indicating by asymmetrical shape. In this asymmet-
rical shape the points 1 and 2 show the coincidence
to get the desired events. It means if we count one
event transverse to beam axis then it may increase
to two when interaction is at some angle.

5. CONCLUSIONS

So we can conclude that the electromagnetic pro-
cesses do contribute significantly to the astrophysi-
cal rate for the 12C(a, v)1%0 reaction. Extrapolation
of data to lower c.m. energies for the reaction may
be avoided using relation (9), which shows the sig-
nificance of the eTe™ pair emission below 1.9 MeV
energy.
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JANUCKYCCHUY O BA2JKHOCTHU 9MUCCHUMH ete™ - TIAP B PEAKIIUU 3AXBATA
2C(a, v)1%0 TIPU SHEPTUAX < 1.9M>B

V. Tabaccam, K. Mexb6yb

IMomepeunoe cevenne npaMoii £0 smucenn et e™ - map maeT 3HAYATENLHBIH BKIAI B MOIHOE CeueHne I pe-

axmm 120 (a, v)°O mpur rmzkwx snepruax < 1.9 MaB. E0 pesoHaHcHas SMWCCHs W BHYTPEHHsIsT KOHBEPCHS
map OKa3bIBAIOT 3HAMMUTENBHOE BANSHIE Ha momHoe cedenne peaxmm 2C(a, v)1%0. B macrosmeit paGore
MBI CKOHIIEHTPHPOBAJINCH HA YUeTe YIJIOBBIX KOppesamuil smuccun et e” - map. F0 BRI Tak:Ke ABJIAETCA
cymecTBeHHbIM Hapaay ¢ Fl- u F2-nepexogamu, H HO3TOMY sMuccus et e™ - map me MoxeT npunebperarncs,
OHA HMeeT 3HAYUTEILHOe BJIMAHHE Ha 1oJHOe cedenne B caydae 12C (o, v)%0 - peaxuun.

JVCKYCIS ITPO BAXKJIMBICTH EMICII ete™ - IIAP B PEAKIIII 3AXBATY
2C(a, v)10 TIPA EHEPTISAX < 1.9MeB

Y. Tabaccam, K. Mexb6yb

Ionepeynuii nepepisz npamoi EO ewmicii ete™ - nap nae 3Haunuil BKJIAJ y HOBHUI Hepepis Ajisd peakiil

L2C(a, )90 npn mmsnkux eneprisx < 1.9 MeB. EQ pesowamcra emicia i BHy TPl KOHBepCis map MaioTh
SHaYHMI BITHB Ha ToBHUIT mepepis peakii 12C(a, v)'°0. Y namiit po6oTi MH CKOHIIeHTpYBAINCA Ha BPaxy-
BAHHI KyTOBUX Kopensamiil emicii eTe™ - map. E0 Bxnan Taxox € cyrresuM mopan 3 El- i E2-mepexomamm,
i ToMy ewmiciero eTe” - map He MOKHa HEXTyBaTH, BOHA Ma€ 3HAYHWI BIIUB Ha TIOBHHUI Mepepi3 y BUIAAKY
L2C(a, v)190 - peaxuii.
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