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Recently, intense interest in asymptotic normalization coefficients (ANC’s) has been
generated by their connection to radiative capture reactions. In particular, the astro-
physical S factor for the important 7Be(p,γ)8B reaction, S17(0) has been derived from
measurements of (7Be,8B) transfer reactions. Although much effort has been expended to
determine S17(0) both directly by means of radiative capture measurements and indirectly
via Coulomb breakup and ANC measurements, the situation is still somewhat confused.
The most recent radiative capture measurement is by far the most precise measurement
and therefore dominates weighted averages. However, it is curious that the other low
energy radiative capture measurements and the indirect measurements agree quite well
and imply a lower value for S17(0).

ANC’s are usually determined by analysing transfer reaction data in the framework of
the distorted wave Born approximation (DWBA). The DWBA transition amplitude for
the transfer reaction contains a remnant term which is not proportional to the ANC. All
recent DWBA analyses of transfer reactions have implicitly assumed that the ANC can be
inferred from the overall constant by which the theoretical DWBA calculation is scaled to
match the experimental cross section. In these experiments, particularly those involving
heavy ions, the effect of the remnant term on the inferred ANC’s is not clear.

We propose to measure the ANC of the valence neutron in 8Li by measuring the elastic
transfer reaction 7Li(8Li,7Li)8Li at three beam energies, 8, 11, and 13 MeV. The interfer-
ence between elastic scattering and neutron transfer produces characteristic oscillations
in the differential cross section as a function of the scattering angle. By analysing the
amplitudes of the interference minima and maxima, we can determine the ANC for 8Li
→7Li +n. It is essential to ascertain the effect of the remnant term in order to precisely
infer the ANC and test previous ANC analyses based on the DWBA. We will accomplish
this by carrying out the measurement at three beam energies. In conjunction with previ-
ous measurements, this experiment will allow us to test mirror symmetry in the A = 8,
T = 1 system and assess the validity of the ANC method for determining astrophysical S
factors. Provided we find no problem with the method, we will use the ANC and charge
symmetry to infer the astrophysical S factor for 7Be(p,γ)8B reaction, S17(0).
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Experimental area

ISAC experimental hall, TUDA beamline

Primary beam and target (energy, energy spread, intensity, pulse characteristics, emittance)

Secondary channel ISAC HE

Secondary beam (particle type, momentum range, momentum bite, solid angle, spot size, emmittance, intensity,
beam purity, target, special characteristics)

8Li2+, 2×107 s−1 at 13 MeV, 11 MeV, and 8 MeV
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TRIUMF SUPPORT:

NON-TRIUMF SUPPORT

A modification of the TUDA chamber will be required. Design and fabrication support
will be required.

Two annular Si detectors and preamps will have to be borrowed or purchased for this
measurement. Some funds may be available from TRIUMF for this purpose.
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No special requirements exist for this measurement.
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1 Scientific Justification

Recently, the nuclear physics community has shown intense interest in asymptotic
normalization coefficients (ANC’s). Many measurements of ANC’s in transfer reactions
with light and heavy ions have been performed, including quite a number with radioactive
beams. Most of these measurements are motivated by the goal of determining astrophysical
reaction rates indirectly. For many non-resonant (p, γ) and even some (n, γ) reactions
important in stars, the radiative capture occurs well outside the nuclear interior. The rates
of these reactions are therefore determined by the probability of finding the valence nucleon
at large distances. This probability is given by the ANC, which is the normalization of the
tail of the overlap integral between the wave functions of the target and recoil nuclei. The
ANC uniquely determines the astrophysical S factor of charged-particle induced radiative
capture reactions at zero energy [1]. By exploiting this relation, the astrophysical S
factor for the important 7Be(p,γ)8B reaction, S17(0) has been derived from measurements
of (7Be,8B) transfer reactions [2]. Although much effort has been expended in recent
years to determine S17(0) both directly by means of radiative capture measurements and
indirectly via Coulomb breakup and ANC measurements, the situation is still somewhat
confused. The most recent radiative capture measurement [3] is by far the most precise
measurement and therefore dominates weighted averages. However, it is curious that the
other low energy radiative capture measurements and the indirect measurements agree
quite well and imply a lower value for S17(0) [4].

ANC’s are usually determined by analysing transfer reaction data in the framework
of the distorted wave Born approximation (DWBA). For these analyses to be valid, two
conditions must hold true. First, the reaction must be peripheral, so that poorly known
contributions from the nuclear interior do not affect the ANC derived from the measured
cross section. Second, the interaction mediating the reaction must be weak enough that
multi-step corrections to the DWBA analysis are small. In addition to these two condi-
tions, there is a third requirement that has received less attention. The DWBA transition
amplitude for the transfer reaction contains a remnant term which is not proportional to
the ANC. In the prior form, the DWBA transition amplitude takes the form

Tfi =
∫ ∫

χ(−)(kb, rb)∗〈Ψ8LiΨ7Li|(Vn7Li+V7Li7Li−U7Li8Li)|Ψ7LiΨ8Li〉χ(+)(ka, ra)dradrb,

(1)
where χ(−)(kb, rb) and χ(+)(ka, ra) are the distorted waves in the exit and entrance chan-
nels. The difference between the core-core interaction and the 7Li-8Li optical potential,
V7Li7Li − U7Li8Li, is known as the remnant term. If it is not negligibly small, this term
destroys the proportionality between the DWBA cross section and the ANC. All recent
DWBA analyses of transfer reactions have implicitly assumed that the remnant term can
be factored in this way and that the ANC can be inferred from the overall constant by
which the theoretical DWBA calculation is scaled to match the experimental cross section.
In such experiments, particularly those involving heavy ions, the effect of the remnant term
on the inferred ANC’s is not clear.

Recent theoretical work shows that the charge symmetry of the strong interaction
implies a relation between the ANC’s of the one-nucleon overlap integrals in light, mirror
nuclei [5]. This relation has been used to deduce the ANC for 8B→7Be+p from the
8Li →7Li +n ANC [6]. The results of this ANC determination from a neutron transfer
reaction were in good agreement with the results of prior proton transfer reactions in the



DETAILED STATEMENT OF PROPOSED RESEARCH Sheet 7 of 14

isospin mirror system [2]. Both of these ANC determinations imply values of S17(0) that
are considerably smaller than the recent, high precision direct measurement of the low
energy radiative capture cross section [3]. It is important to ascertain if the low values
of S17(0) implied by the ANC determination can be confirmed by an independent ANC
measurement in the isospin mirror system.

Charge symmetry also implies a relation between the widths of narrow proton res-
onances and the ANC’s of mirror neutron bound states [5]. In the case of the 1+ first
excited state in the A = 8, T = 1 system this prediction can be tested. In units where
h̄ = 1, calculations give 1.70±0.03×10−3 for Γp/|Cn|2. Using the very precise value of Γp

determined in Ref. [3] and |Cn|2 from Ref. [6], the experimental value is 2.2± 0.2× 10−3,
and there is a 2.5σ discrepancy between theory and experiment. As the neutron ANC
completely dominates the error budget for the experimental value, an independent, precise
measurement of the ANC for the 1+ state of 8Li would be highly desirable.

We propose to measure the ANC of the valence neutron in 8Li by measuring the elastic
transfer reaction 7Li(8Li,7Li)8Li at three beam energies, 8, 11, and 13 MeV. By measuring
a transfer reaction with identical initial and final states, we take advantage of several im-
portant facts. First, the vertex of interest appears twice in the reaction, so we can improve
the statistical precision of the ANC determination relative to a reaction that involves two
distinct vertices. Second, we need only consider a single target-projectile interaction, lim-
iting the uncertainties due to optical potentials. Finally, by measuring elastic scattering
simultaneously, we can determine the optical model parameters that are the single largest
reported source of uncertainty in ANC determinations from transfer reactions. At these
energies near the Coulomb barrier, we expect the reaction to be peripheral [7], and that
multi-step effects are small [8]. In any event, we will measure inelastic excitations of both
the target and projectile and use these to evaluate the importance of multi-step processes
using coupled channels calculations. By measuring the inelastic excitations of 8Li to its
first 1+ excited state we will also measure its ANC and test charge symmetry for this
state.

The interference between elastic scattering and neutron transfer produces character-
istic oscillations in the differential cross section as a function of the scattering angle. By
analysing the amplitudes of the interference minima and maxima, we can determine the
ANC for 8Li →7Li +n. It is essential to ascertain the effect of the remnant term in order
to precisely infer the ANC and test previous ANC analyses based on the DWBA. We
will accomplish this by carrying out the measurement at three beam energies. Since the
first part of the remnant term, V7Li7Li, is independent of energy, measurements at several
energies will allow us to determine the optical potential, the remnant term, and the ANC
unambiguously and with high precision. Moreover, measuring at three energies will give
us redundant information in case one of the energies coincides with a resonance in the
compound nucleus, 15C. In conjunction with previous measurements, this experiment will
allow us to test mirror symmetry in the A = 8, T = 1 system and assess the validity of
the ANC method for determining astrophysical S factors. Provided we find no problem
with the method, we will use the ANC and charge symmetry to infer the astrophysical S
factor for 7Be(p,γ)8B reaction, S17(0).
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Fig. 1 Schematic experimental setup, showing the target and three LEDA detectors.

2 Description of the Experiment

We intend to use three LEDA detectors [9] to detect 7Li and 8Li nuclei produced in
transfer and elastic scattering reactions induced by 8Li beams at 8, 11, and 13 MeV. The
three annular, segmented Si detectors will be positioned 7.2, 18.7, and 100 cm downstream
of the target. The near detector will cover laboratory angles from 35 - 61◦. The middle
detector will cover lab angles from 15-35◦, although the angles from 29 - 35◦ will be
obscured by the near detector. Small laboratory angles from 2.9 - 7.4◦ will be covered by
the far detector. The geometry is depicted in Fig. 1.

The optimal beam spot size is a function of the transverse emittance of the beam and
the detector distances. As we will employ three detectors at different distances, we have
chosen a beam spot size optimal for the middle detector. This optimum is ±1 mm (2
mm diameter). When combined with the transverse emittance of ISAC, this spot size
implies an angular divergence of the beam of ± 4.3 mrad for the 8 MeV beam, which is
the worst case, as the emittance is inversely proportional to the beam velocity. These
figures represent 2σ envelopes, implying that 95% of the beam will be within 1 mm of the
target centre, and will make an angle of less than 4.3 mrad with respect to the nominal
beam axis. The target will be 25 µg cm−2 of 7LiF on a thin, 15 µg cm−2 C backing.
Multiple scattering will also naturally be worst for the 8 MeV beam. The 2σ envelope
in this case is 4.0 mrad, which is smaller than the intrinsic angular spread of the beam.
Summing the two contributions in quadrature gives a 2σ angular divergence of 5.9 mrad.
The third contribution to the angular resolution comes from the finite size of the beam
spot and of each annular strip in the silicon detectors. This contribution is dominant for
the two nearest LEDA detectors, but is smaller than the other two for the far detector.
Evaluated at the innermost annulus where it is the worst, its 2σ contribution amounts to
31 mrad for the near detector 17 mrad for the middle LEDA, and 3.5 mrad for the far
detector. This implies that the total 2σ angular resolution will be no worse than 32 mrad
for the near detector, 18 mrad for the middle, and 6.9 mrad for the far detector.

We have carried out Monte Carlo simulations of the experiment taking into account
the finite energy and timing resolution of the LEDA detectors, the beam emittance, and
the effects of multiple scattering and energy loss straggling in the target. Conservative
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Fig. 2 Simulated energy versus laboratory scattering angle spectrum for elastic transfer
(red) and inelastic excitation of the 478 keV state in 7Li (green).

assumptions were made for these parameters: LEDA energy resolution = 2% FWHM,
timing resolution and beam pulse width = 500 ps (1σ), beam energy spread = 0.5% (1σ),
beam angular divergence = 2.5 mrad (1σ), and beam spot size = 1 mm (1σ). Fig. 2
illustrates the separation between the two nuclei in their ground states and when 7Li is
excited to its first excited state at 478 keV. The simulations reveal that complete separation
of 7Li and 8Li and their excited states on the basis of total energy measurements will be
possible only at laboratory angles greater or equal to 45◦. However, this does not mean
we cannot cover smaller laboratory angles. By positioning the far detector at 100 cm,
we can separate the 7Li and 8Li on the basis of total energy and time of flight. This is
illustrated in Fig. 3. We cannot use time of flight for separation in the middle and near
detectors because the flight path is too short. Instead, for angles smaller than 45◦ in
those detectors, we will utilize the angle and energy correlation derived from coincident
detection of both nuclei to achieve the necessary particle identification. 7Li nuclei detected
in the middle LEDA will be accompanied by 8Li detection in the near detector. Detection
of 7Li in the near detector at lab angles from 35 - 52◦ will be done in coincidence with 8Li
in the same detector. Beam normalization will be obtained via direct charge collection
in a Faraday cup downstream of the detectors, as well as through detection of elastic
8Li at small lab angles in the far LEDA detector. At these angles, the cross section will
not differ substantially from the Rutherford value. Beam alignment will be continuously
monitored by checking for asymmetries in the elastic scattering, as all azimuthal angles
will be covered.

Various background reactions can present two difficulties, particle identification and
count rates. As we are measuring elastic scattering, the only reactions that will have
competitive rates are elastic scattering on target nuclei heavier than Li. In particular,
the F component of the target will elastically scatter more 8Li than the Li component.
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Fig. 3 Simulated total energy versus time of flight spectrum for the far LEDA detector.

However, the kinematics of this reaction are so different that the 8Li will be distinguishable
from 8Li and 7Li produced in the reaction of interest on the basis of total energy in singles
at all angles. The situation for elastic scattering off the C component of the target is
not as favourable, at least at large lab angles. Here we will need to use the energy-angle
correlation obtained from coincidence measurements to distinguish the two varieties of
elastic scattering. The same goes for inelastic excitations of the first excited state in
7Li, while inelastically excited 8Li will be separable at all angles in singles alone. Elastic
scattering into the far detector will limit the beam intensity to 2 × 107 s−1 in order to
maintain an overall count rate less than 3 kHz, which can be managed with dead times
not exceeding a few percent.

The relation between laboratory and centre-of-mass angles is particularly simple for
the case of 7Li in this reaction: the cm angle is twice the laboratory angle. The range of 7Li
angles in the cm system covered in the experiment is shown in Fig. 4. Transparent boxes
indicate the cm angular range in which only 7Li or 8Li can be detected (and distinguished
from the other), while the coloured boxes indicate the range of 7Li cm angles in which
both the 7Li and 8Li will be detected. Also shown in the figure are DWBA calculations
performed using two different optical model potentials. The potentials are global fits for
7Li + 7Li and 6Li + 6Li scattering from 5-40 MeV and are taken from Ref. [10]. While not
precisely appropriate for the 8Li + 7Li scattering considered here, they are close enough
to give an indication of what we can expect. We have used the first optical potential to
perform 3 calculations in which the spectroscopic factor (ANC) of the valence neutron
in 8Li has been set equal to 0.8, 1.0, and 1.2 times a theoretical value from microscopic
three-cluster model calculations [11]. This allows us to see the difference in the predicted
cross section produced by a variation of the ANC which we intend to determine. As Fig.
4 makes plain, a sufficient range of angles will be covered to determine both the optical
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Fig. 4 Calculated differential cross section for 7Li(8Li,7Li)8Li as a function of the 7Li
centre of mass angle. Results with two different optical potentials (OP) are shown. Three
different valence neutron spectroscopic factors (S) were used to generate the three curves
with the first optical potential. The angular ranges covered by the three LEDA detectors
are shown. Transparent boxes indicate regions where only 7Li or 8Li can be detected,
while the coloured boxes show the angular range in which the 7Li will be detected in
coincidence with the 8Li recoil.

model potential parameters and the ANC with good precision.

3 Experimental Equipment

The experiment will require 3 LEDA detectors and the associated electronics. In
addition, the TUDA vacuum chamber and its Faraday cup will be used.

4 Readiness

Design and fabrication work on the TUDA vacuum chamber will be required. This is
required in order to accommodate the 100 cm distance from the target to the far detector.
The simplest way to approach the problem would be to move the target ladder from the
centre of the chamber to the front. We anticipate that this will require approximately 1
month after the initial design consultation. Funds will be requested from TRIUMF and
NSERC to purchase LEDA detectors and preamps.
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5 Beam Time required

The beam time required will be dictated by the statistics required to make a measure-
ment of the cross section at the smallest angles with 10% statistical precision. This will
allow a determination of the ANC to the same or better precision. The transfer cross sec-
tion is smallest there, so better precision will be obtained at larger angles. According to our
DWBA estimate, the cm cross section in this region is ≈ 2 mb sr−1 for a beam energy of 13
MeV. As the far detector will subtend 0.18 sr in the cm system, this implies a cross section
of 0.36 mb. The rate is given by R = Iσnt = 2×107s−1×0.36×10−27cm2×5.8×1017cm−2 =
0.004 s−1. At this rate, we will require a bit more than 4.5 shifts to accumulate the 800
counts needed for a 10% relative measurement in each of 8 angular bins covered by the
far detector. As the cross section is not anticipated to be smaller at the lower beam en-
ergies, we request 5 shifts of beam on target at each energy plus 2 shifts for set up and
calibrations, for a total of 17 shifts.

6 Data Analysis

Data analysis will be carried out using existing computer facilities at TRIUMF. Cal-
culations will be performed here and at the University of Surrey.

References

1. H. M. Xu, C. A. Gagliardi, R. E. Tribble, A. M. Mukhamedzhanov, and N. K.
Timofeyuk. Physical Review Letters, 73:2027–2030, 1994.

2. A. Azhari, V. Burjan, F. Carstoiu, C. A. Gagliardi, V. Kroha, A. M.
Mukhamedzhanov, F. M. Nunes, X. Tang, L. Trache, and R. E. Tribble. Physical
Review C, 63:55803, 2001.

3. A. R. Junghans, E. C. Mohrmann, K. A. Snover, T. D. Steiger, E. G. Adelberger,
J. M. Casandjian, H. E. Swanson, L. Buchmann, S. H. Park, A. Zyuzin, and A. M.
Laird. Physical Review C, 68:065803, 2003.

4. R. H. Cyburt, B. Davids, and B. K. Jennings. Physical Review C, 70:045801, 2004.

5. N. K. Timofeyuk, R. C. Johnson, and A. M. Mukhamedzhanov. Physical Review
Letters, 91:232501, 2003.

6. L. Trache, A. Azhari, F. Carstoiu, H. L. Clark, C. A. Gagliardi, Y.-W. Lui, A. M.
Mukhamedzhanov, X. Tang, N. Timofeyuk, and R. E. Tribble. Physical Review C,
67:062801, 2003.

7. J. C. Fernandes, R. Crespo, F. M. Nunes, and I. J. Thompson. Physical Review C,
59:2865–2872, 1999.

8. F. M. Nunes and A. M. Mukhamedzhanov. Physical Review C, 64(6):062801, 2001.



DETAILED STATEMENT OF PROPOSED RESEARCH Sheet 13 of 14

9. T. Davinson, W. Bradfield-Smith, S. Cherubini, A. DiPietro, W. Galster, A. M. Laird,
P. Leleux, A. Ninane, A. N. Ostrowski, A. C. Shotter, J. Vervier, and P. J. Woods.
Nuclear Instruments and Methods in Physics Research A, 454:350–358, 2000.

10. K. W. Potthast, H. Brand, H. Freiesleben, P. Rosenthal, B. Kamys, H. Paetz
Gen. Schieck, and L. Sydow. Nuclear Physics A, 614:95–111, 1997.

11. N. K. Timofeyuk and P. Descouvemont. ArXiv Nuclear Theory e-prints, nucl-
th/0502072, 2005.



PUBLICATION LIST OF SPOKESPERSON(S) Sheet 14 of 14

Include publications in refereed journals over at least the previous 5 years.

Please see attachment.



Selected Publications of Barry Davids

“16O Coulomb dissociation: towards a new means to determine the 12C + α fusion rate in
stars”; F. Fleurot, A.M. van den Berg, B. Davids, M.N. Harakeh, V.L. Kravchuk,
H.W. Wilschut, J. Guillot, H. Laurent, A. Willis, M. Assunção, J. Kiener,
A. Lefebvre, N. de Séréville, V. Tatischeff; Physics Letters B 615, 167 (2005).

“EMMA: a recoil mass spectrometer for ISAC-II at TRIUMF”; Barry Davids and Cary
N. Davids;  Nuclear Instruments and Methods in Physics Research A 544. 565 (2005).

“Nuclear matrix elements for the 48Ca two-neutrino double-β decay from high-resolution
charge-exchange reactions”; S. Rakers, C. Bäumer, A. M. van den Berg, B. Davids, D.
Frekers, D. De Frenne, Y. Fujita, E.-W. Grewe, P. Haefner, M. N. Harakeh, M. Hunyadi,
E. Jacobs, H. Johansson, B. C. Junk, A. Korff, A. Negret, L. Popescu, H. Simon, and H.
J. Wörtche; Physical Review C 70, 054302 (2004).

“Deuteron elastic and inelastic scattering at intermediate energies from nuclei
in the mass range 6 ≤ A ≤ 116”; A. Korff, P. Haefner, C. Bäumer, A. M. van den Berg, N.
Blasi, B. Davids, D. De Frenne, R. de Leo, D. Frekers, E.-W. Grewe, M. N. Harakeh, F.
Hofmann, M. Hunyadi, E. Jacobs, B. C. Junk, A. Negret, P. von Neumann-Cosel, L.
Popescu, S. Rakers, A. Richter, and H. J. Wörtche; Physical Review C 70, 067601
(2004).

“Determination of S17(0) from published data”; R. H. Cyburt, B. Davids, and B. K.
Jennings;  Physical Review C 70, 045801 (2004).

“Gamow-Teller transitions to 32P studied through the 32S(d,2He) reaction at Ed=170
MeV”; E.-W. Grewe, C. Bäumer, A. M. van den Berg, N. Blasi, B. Davids, D. Frekers,
D. De Frenne, P. Haefner, M. N. Harakeh, M. Hunyadi, E. Jacobs, B. Junk, A. Korff, A.
Negret, P. von Neumann-Cosel, L. Popescu, S. Rakers, A. Richter, and H. J. Wörtche;
Physical Review C 69, 064325 (2004).

“Particle decay of the isoscalar giant dipole resonance in 208Pb”; M. Hunyadi, C. Bäumer,
A.M. van den Berg, N. Blasi, M. Csatlós, L. Csige, B. Davids, U. Garg,  J. Gulyás, M.N.
Harakeh, M.A. de Huu, B.C. Junk, A. Krasznahorkay, S. Rakers, D. Sohler, and H.J.
Wörtche; Nuclear Physics A 731, 49 (2004).

“Investigation of IVGRs via the 58Ni(t,3He)58Co reaction”; J. Guillot, D. Beaumel, A. M.
van den Berg,  S. Brandenburg,  B. Davids,  S. Fortier,  M. Fujiwara,  S. Gales, M. N.
Harakeh, M. Hunyadi, M. de Huu,  H. J. Wortche; Nuclear Physics A 731, 106 (2004).

“Direct proton decay of the isoscalar giant dipole resonance”; M. Hunyadi, A.M. van den
Berg, N. Blasi, C. Bäumer, M. Csatlós, L. Csige, B. Davids, U. Garg,  J. Gulyás, M.N.
Harakeh, M.A. de Huu, B.C. Junk, A. Krasznahorkay, S. Rakers, D. Sohler, and H.J.
Wörtche; Physics Letters B 576, 253 (2003).



“Systematic investigation of the elastic proton-deuteron differential cross section
at intermediate energies”; K. Ermisch, H. R. Amir-Ahmadi, A. M. van den Berg, R.
Castelijns, B. Davids, E. Epelbaum, E. van Garderen, W. Glöckle,  J. Golak,  M. N.
Harakeh, M. Hunyadi, M. A. de Huu, N. Kalantar-Nayestanaki, H. Kamada, M. Kis, M.
Mahjour-Shafiei,  A. Nogga,  R. Skibiñski,  H. Witala,  and H. J. Wörtche; Physical
Review C 68, 051001(R) (2003).

“Proton-decaying states in 22Mg and the nucleosynthesis of 22Na in novae”; B. Davids, J.
P. M. Beijers, A. M. van den Berg, P. Dendooven, S. Harmsma, M. Hunyadi, M. A. de
Huu, R. H. Siemssen, H. W. Wilschut, H. J. Wörtche, M. Hernanz, and J. José; Physical
Review C 68, 055805 (2003).

“Electromagnetic dissociation of 8B and the astrophysical S factor for 7Be(p,γ)8B”;
B. Davids and S. Typel; Physical Review C 68, 045802 (2003).

“High-resolution study of the Gamow-Teller strength distribution in Ti measured
through 51V(d,2He)51Ti”; C. Bäumer, A. M. van den Berg, B. Davids, D. Frekers, D. De
Frenne, E.-W. Grewe, P. Haefner, M. N. Harakeh, F. Hofmann, M. Hunyadi, E. Jacobs,
B. C. Junk, A. Korff, K. Langanke, G. Martınez-Pinedo, A. Negret, P. von Neumann-
Cosel, L. Popescu, S. Rakers, A. Richter, and H. J. Wörtche; Physical Review C 68,
031303(R) (2003).

“Astrophysical rate of 15O(α,γ)19Ne via the (p,t) reaction in inverse kinematics”;
B. Davids, A.M. van den Berg, P. Dendooven, F. Fleurot, M. Hunyadi, M.A. de Huu,
K.E. Rehm, R.E. Segel, R.H. Siemssen, H.W. Wilschut, H.J. Wörtche, and A.H.
Wuosmaa; Physical Review C 67, 065808 (2003).

“Alpha-decay branching ratios of near-threshold states in 19Ne and the astrophysical rate
of 15O(α,γ)19Ne; B. Davids, A.M. van den Berg, P. Dendooven, F. Fleurot, M. Hunyadi,
M.A. de Huu, K.E. Rehm, R.E. Segel, R.H. Siemssen, H.W. Wilschut, H.J. Wörtche, and
A.H. Wuosmaa; Physical Review C 67, 012801(R) (2003).

“Coulomb Breakup of 8B and the Flux of 8B Neutrinos from the Sun”;
B. Davids, S.M. Austin, D. Bazin, H. Esbensen, B.M. Sherrill, I.J. Thompson, and J.A.
Tostevin; European Physical Journal A 15, 65 (2002).

“Spectroscopy of Al and 27P using the (7Li,8He) reaction and the implications for
22Na and 26Al nucleosynthesis in explosive hydrogen burning”; J. A. Caggiano, D.
Bazin, W. Benenson, B. Davids, R. Ibbotson, H. Scheit, B. M. Sherrill, M. Steiner, J.
Yurkon, A. F. Zeller, B. Blank, M. Chartier, J. Greene, J. A. Nolen, Jr., A. H. Wuosmaa,
M. Bhattacharya, A. Garcia, and M. Wiescher; Physical Review C 64, 025802 (2001).

“Electromagnetic Dissociation of 8B and the Rate of the 7Be(p,γ)8B Reaction in the Sun”;
B. Davids, Sam M. Austin, D. Bazin, H. Esbensen, B.M. Sherrill, I.J. Thompson, and
J.A. Tostevin; Physical Review C 63, 065806 (2001).



“S17(0) Determined from the Coulomb Breakup of 83 MeV/nucleon 8B”; B. Davids,
D.W. Anthony, T. Aumann, Sam M. Austin, T. Baumann, D. Bazin, R.R.C. Clement,
C.N. Davids, H. Esbensen, P.A. Lofy, T. Nakamura, B.M. Sherrill, and J. Yurkon;
Physical Review Letters 86, 2750 (2001).

“Single-neutron knockout reactions: Application to the spectroscopy of 16,17,19C”; V.
Maddalena, T. Aumann, D. Bazin, B. A. Brown, J. A. Caggiano, B. Davids, T.
Glasmacher, P. G. Hansen, R. W. Ibbotson, A. Navin, B. V. Pritychenko, H. Scheit, B.
M. Sherrill, M. Steiner, J. A. Tostevin, and J. Yurkon; Physical Review C 63, 024613
(2001).

“81Kr in the Great Artesian Basin, Australia: a new method for dating very old
groundwater”; P. Collon, W. Kutschera, H.H. Loosli, B.E. Lehmann, R. Purtschert, A.
Love, L. Sampson, D. Anthony, D. Cole, B. Davids, D.J. Morrissey, B.M. Sherrill, M.
Steiner, R.C. Pardo and M. Paul; Earth and Planetary Science Letters 182, 103 (2000).

“One-Neutron Knockout from Individual Single-Particle States of 11Be”; T. Aumann, A.
Navin, D.P. Balamuth, D. Bazin, B. Blank, B.A. Brown, J.E. Bush, J.A. Caggiano, B.
Davids, T. Glasmacher, V. Guimarães, P.G. Hansen, R.W. Ibbotson, D. Karnes, J.J.
Kolata, V. Maddalena, B. Pritychenko, H. Scheit, B.M. Sherrill, and J.A. Tostevin;
Physical Review Letters 84, 35 (2000).

“Spectroscopy of the 10Li Nucleus”; J.A. Caggiano, D. Bazin, W. Benenson, B. Davids,
B. M. Sherrill, M. Steiner, J. Yurkon, and A.F. Zeller; Physical Review C 60, 064322
(1999).

“Measurement of the Long-Lived Radionuclide 81Kr in Pre-Nuclear and Present-Day
Atmospheric Krypton”; P. Collon, D. Cole, B. Davids, M. Fauerbach, R. Harkewicz, W.
Kutschera, D.J. Morrissey, R.C. Pardo, M. Paul, B.M. Sherrill, and M. Steiner;
Radiochimica Acta 85, 13 (1999).

“Spectroscopy of Radioactive Beams from Single-Nucleon Knockout Reactions:
Application to the sd Shell Nuclei 25Al and 26,27,28P”; A. Navin, D. Bazin, B.A. Brown, B.
Davids, G. Gervais, T. Glasmacher, K. Govaert, P.G. Hansen, M. Hellström, R.W.
Ibbotson, V. Maddalena, B. Pritychenko, H. Scheit, B.M. Sherrill, M. Steiner, J.A.
Tostevin, and J. Yurkon; Physical Review Letters 81, 5089 (1998).

 “Measurement of E2 Transitions in the Coulomb Dissociation of 8B”; B. Davids, D.W.
Anthony, Sam M. Austin, D. Bazin, B. Blank, J.A. Caggiano, M. Chartier, H. Esbensen,
P. Hui, C.F. Powell, H. Scheit, B.M. Sherrill, M. Steiner, P. Thirolf, J. Yurkon, and A.
Zeller; Physical Review Letters 81, 2209 (1998).

“Reaction Cross Sections in Si of Light Proton-Halo Candidates 12N and 17Ne”; R.E.
Warner, H. Thirumurthy, J. Woodroffe, F.D. Becchetti, J.A. Brown, B.S. Davids, A.
Galonsky, J.J. Kolata, J.J. Kruse, M.Y. Lee, A. Nadasen, T.W. O'Donnell, D.A. Roberts,
R.M. Ronningen, C. Samanta, P. Schwandt, J. von Schwarzenberg, M. Steiner, K.
Subotic, J. Wang and J.A. Zimmerman; Nuclear Physics A 635, 292 (1998).



“Breakup of 11Be: Prompt or Delayed?”; J.E. Bush, P.A. Hausladen, D.P. Balamuth, K.R.
Pohl, D. Bazin, J.A. Brown, J.A. Caggiano, L.L. Chen, B.S. Davids, D.J. Morrissey,
B.M. Sherrill, M. Thoennessen; Physical Review Letters 81, 61 (1998).

“Anomalous p-Shell Isoscalar Magnetic Moments: Remeasurement of 9C and the
Influence of Isospin Nonconservation”; M. Huhta, P.F. Mantica, D.W. Anthony, B.A.
Brown, B.S. Davids, R.W. Ibbotson, D.J. Morrissey, C.F. Powell, and M. Steiner;
Physical Review C 57, R2790 (1998).

“Probing the Halo Structure of 19,17,15C and 14B”; D. Bazin, W. Benenson, B.A. Brown, J.
Brown, B. Davids, M. Fauerbach, P.G. Hansen, P. Mantica, D.J. Morrissey, C.F. Powell,
B.M. Sherrill, and M. Steiner; Physical Review C 57, 2156 (1998).

“Gamow-Teller Strengths from (t,3He) Charge-Exchange Reactions on Light Nuclei”; I.
Daito, H. Akimune, S.M. Austin, D. Bazin, G.P.A. Berg, J.A. Brown, B.S. Davids, Y.
Fujita, H. Fujimura, M. Fujiwara, R. Hazama, T. Inomata, K. Ishibashi, J. Janecke, S.
Nakayama, K. Pham, D.A. Roberts, B.M. Sherrill, M. Steiner, A. Tamii, M. Tanaka, H.
Toyokawa, and M. Yosoi; Physics Letters B 418, 27 (1998).

“(t,3He) Reaction; New Tool for Studying Spin-Isospin Excitations in Neutron Rich
Nuclei”; I. Daito, H. Akimune, S.M. Austin, D. Bazin, G.P.A. Berg, J.A. Brown,
B.S. Davids, Y. Fujita, H. Fujimura, R. Hazama, T. Inomata, K. Ishibashi, J. Janecke, S.
Nakayama, K. Pham, D.A. Roberts, B.M. Sherrill, M. Steiner, A. Tamii, M. Tanaka, H.
Toyokawa, and M. Yosoi; Nuclear Instruments and Methods A 397, 465 (1997).

“Solar Convection: Comparison of Numerical Simulations and Mixing-Length Theory”;
William P. Abbett, Michelle Beaver, Barry Davids, Dali Georgobiani, Pamela Rathbun,
and Robert F. Stein; Astrophysical Journal 480, 395 (1997).

“Measurement of 81Kr in the Atmosphere”; P. Collon, T. Antaya, B. Davids, M.
Fauerbach, R. Harkewicz, M. Hellström, W. Kutschera, D.J. Morrissey, R. Pardo, M.
Paul, B. Sherrill, and M. Steiner; Nuclear Instruments and Methods B 123, 122 (1997).


