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Why Study the 2+2 in 12C ?

What is the Structure of the Hoyle State?

1.  Deformed three alpha state.
     (Not linear chain, Brink 1966)
     (Is a rotational band built on it?)

2.  Low N limit of Bose Einstein 
     Alpha Condensate.

3.  Predicted e.g. Descouvemont & Baye
     at 9.11 MeV; B(E2: 2+ →   gs) = 2.6 Wu.

4.   Included in NACRE compliation.
      x15 at T > 3 GK (Beyond Hoyle)

5.   Not Observed in beta-decay.

6.   Observed in 12C(p,p’) and 12C(α,α’).
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contribution to this asymmetry and this observable therefore also
provides a sensitive test of the nuclear structure of the populated
states.

The β -decay of 12 N and 12 B to unbound states was measured in
two recent experiments [4,5] focusing on the existence of 0 + and
2+ unbound states in the vicinity of the threshold. These tran-
sitions are di�cult to measure because the branching ratios are
small, and the states break up into three α-particles leading to
complicated decay spectra. In [4,5] the 9–12 MeV region was de-
scribed as an interference between the 7.654 MeV 0 + state and
a higher lying 0 + state around 12 MeV, and no evidence was
found for population of a low lying, astrophysically signi�cant 2 +

state. The method applied in [4,5] excluded measurement of the
7.65 MeV �rst unbound state in 12 C due to the low energy cut-o�,
and therefore the interference pattern could not be fully measured.
These experiments also could not provide GT strengths to the iden-
ti�ed states due to lack of absolute normalisation.

On the theoretical side, there have been signi�cant advances
in the description o� ow-energy nuclear structure with the ad-
vent of ab initio methods, such as Green’s function Monte Carlo
(GFMC) [6] and the no-core shell model (NCSM) [7] . In a recent
NCSM study [8] potentials from chiral perturbation theory (ChPT)
were applied for the �rst time in the mid- p shell including three-
nucleon forces (3NF). This provides a promising and long awaited
bridge between nuclear structure and the underlying theory, QCD.
12 C is near the upper limit of the applicability of these gen-
eral approaches; its ground state energy has been calculated with
GFMC [6] , while NCSM can also provide excited states and a range
of observables [7,8] . Realistic nuclear potentials with 3NF tend to
have a much stronger spin–orbit (SO) interaction which is impor-
tant for mixing cluster and shell-model like structures, hence, GT
transitions provide a sensitive test of these calculations. The ex-
istence of cluster structure in the low energy states of 12 C has
also led to many studies using various built-in correlations; from
three-alpha calculations to methods capable of combining cluster
structure and shell-model like structure [9,10] . This cluster struc-
ture makes the description of 12 C a particular challenge for ab initio
methods.

The purpose of this Letter is to provide high precision experi-
mental GT strengths to states in 12 C above the 3 α break-up thres-
hold at 7.275 MeV, including the 7.65 MeV state. We use two com-
plementary experimental approaches to determine these branching
ratios. The results are compared with new state of the art NCSM
calculations as well as with existing calculations using other theo-
retical approaches.

2. Experiments

In the �rst approach we use the reactions 12 C( p, n)12 N and
11 B(d, p)12 B and the Isotope Separation On-Line (ISOL) method to
produce low energy beams of 12 N and 12 B and implant them in
a thin carbon foil in the centre of a large solid angle, segmented
Si detector array, which permits measurement of the energy and
momentum of each α-particle emitted in the decays. These mea-
surements were carried out at the IGISOL facility of the Jyväskylä
Accelerator Laboratory (JYFL) [12] . The detector array consisted of
three Double Sided Silicon Strip Detectors (DSSSDs) in a horseshoe
formation. Each detector has 16 × 16 strips on an active area of
50 × 50 mm 2 and a thickness of 60 µm. The DSSSDs were cal-
ibrated using both online and o�ine sources. O�ine 148 Gd and
241 Am sources were used for the energy calibration, and an online
source of 20 Na produced in the reaction 24Mg( p, nα )20 Na was used
both to test the energy calibration, but also to check the energy
loss in the foil and detector dead layer [13] . A Ge-detector was in-
cluded in the measurements to make it possible to extract absolute

Fig. 1. Decay spectra for 12 N and 12 B from the two experiments. The branching
ratio per bin, which is determined by two complementary methods in the two ex-
periments, is shown as a function of 3 α energy.

branching ratios and log f t values by using the known branching
ratio to the 4.44 MeV state of 12 C and counting the number of de-
tected 4.44 MeV gamma-rays. The same experimental method but
without the Ge-detector and only two DSSSDs has previously been
used in experiments at JYFL and at CERN-ISOLDE, but never mea-
suring both 12 N and 12 B in the same setup [4,5] .

In Fig. 1 triple-alpha spectra for the decay of 12 N and 12 B are
shown. These have been constructed by adding the energy of three
detected α-particles, correcting for detection e�ciency, and bring-
ing to an absolute scale using the data from the Ge-detector. Note
that the detection e�ciency is strongly dependent on the kine-
matics of the break-up. Hence decays via the 8Be ground state and
decays through excited states in 8Be are separately corrected for
detection e�ciency; see [14,15] for details. More than 90% of the
decays of the 8–12 MeV region are via the ground state of 8Be
while for the 13–16 MeV region the fraction of decays via excited
states in 8Be is higher.

The second approach for measuring branching ratios is based
on implanting the 12 N and 12 B nuclei in a detector. This experi-
ment was performed at the Kernfysisch Versneller Instituut (KVI),
Groningen. At this facility beams of 12 N and 12 B were produced
using the same reactions as at JYFL, but in inverse kinematics. The
separator of the TRIµP facility [16] �ltered the beam for contam-
inants and defocused the beam to match the surface area of a
48 × 48 strip detector with an active area of 16 × 16 mm 2 [17,18] .
With a detector thickness of 78 µm, α-particles from the decay of
a nucleus implanted in the centre of the detector will deposit all of
their energy inside the detector. The advantage of the implantation
technique is that the number o� mplanted 12 N and 12 B nuclei can
be counted, and the triple-alpha sum energy is measured directly.
It is also possible to probe the spectra at very low energies, be-
cause detector deadlayer e�ects are avoided. The drawback is that
the information about the correlations between the emitted parti-
cles is lost when only the sum energy of the emitted α-particles
is measured.

The resulting decay spectra for 12 N and 12 B are also shown in
Fig. 1 . In this case the ordinate is simply the fraction o� mplanta-
tions having a subsequent decay in the same pixel of the detector.

The absolute normalizations of the JYFL data and KVI data are
in good agreement in the region of overlap. The KVI data extend to

S. Hyldegaard et al.; Phys. Let B678(2009)459.
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FIG. 2. (Color online) 12C excitation energy spectrum measured
at θlab = 28? . Contaminants from 16O (O) and 13C (C) are indi-
cated. The red line corresponds to line shapes including the broad
10.3 MeV 0+ , 10.84 MeV 1− , and 11.83 MeV 2− states, i.e., without
an additional 2+ contribution included.

is the dominant contribution at this excitation energy. There is
agreement across the range of excitation energies in the 10?
and 28? data, indicating, as expected, that at these angles it is
the broad 0+ state that dominates. The 16? data give a clear
indication of an extra component above 9 MeV.

To attempt to characterize the enhancement observed in
Fig. 3, the 16? spectrum has been compared with peak
components corresponding to the 9.64 ( = 42 keV), 10.84,
and 11.83 MeV states. The extraction of the broad 0+ strength
is complicated. Here, the 0+ line shape was extracted from the
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FIG. 3. (Color online) Three excitation energy spectra measured
at θlab = 10? (blue), 16? (red), and 28? (black). The three spectra
have been normalized to the area of the 7.65 MeV 0+ peak. The
continuum part of the data at 10? and 28? has approximately the
same magnitude, whereas the 16? data show an enhancement close
to 9.6 MeV, which is evidence for an additional component in
the excitation energy spectrum.
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FIG. 4. (Color online) 16? data. The blue solid line and red dashed
lines correspond to line shapes with and without the 2+ contribution
included. In both cases, the broad 0+ strength is fixed by the yield at
8.4 MeV and the strengths of the peaks at 9.64, 10.84,, and 11.83 MeV
adjusted to fit the data. Note that the curve that omits the assumed 2+

strength does not fit the data. The shaded region corresponds to the
R -matrix-generated 2+ line shape. The data points with associated
error bars correspond to the calculated excess yield between 8.8 and
10.6 MeV from 16O contaminants in the target from measurements
with carbon and Mylar targets at 200 MeV. The background strength
does not account for the observed excess yield in the present data.

10? data. In this way, it also includes the known interference
with the 7.65 MeV state. This line shape is also found to
reproduce the data at 28? (Fig. 2). In Fig. 4, this has been
normalized to the region around E x = 8.4 MeV (as suggested
by Fig. 3). As expected from Fig. 3, these components do
not describe the data above 9 MeV. The second line shape,
which does fit the data well, includes an additional component
of an R -matrix prediction for a 600 keV wide 2+ resonance
located at 9.6 MeV. As the resonance is located close to the
L = 2 centrifugal barrier, it has a rather asymmetric shape.
This additional component produces a good description of
the data. Figure 1 also shows the angular dependence of the
yield for three parts of the 12C excitation energy spectrum,
labeled 1–3. In region 1, the trend follows that of the 7.65 MeV
state. In regions 2 and 3, the minimum in the angular distribu-
tions is less evident, indicating an additional component with
a different spin. These three analytical approaches all indicate
that the data are not described by known components.

A further important question is whether there are back-
grounds that can describe the broad features in the present
data. From an analysis of the correlations between the detection
angle and position at the focal plane, it is possible to eliminate
contributions from narrow states that are not kinematically
corrected, e.g., elastic scattering from hydrogen in the target.
Inelastic scattering from the 13C target shows that the peak
close to E x = 7.5 MeV arises from the 7.55 MeV, 5/2−
state. All other contributions at higher excitation energy were
smaller by a factor of 10 (i.e., too small to account for
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Further Evidence for the broad 2
+
2 at 9.6 MeV in

12C.

W.R. Zimmerman1,2, N.E. Destefano1,2, M. Freer3, M. Gai1,2 and F. D. Smit4.
1. LNS at Avery Point, University of Connecticut, Groton, CT 06340-6097.

2. WNSL, Dept of Physics, Yale University, New Haven, CT 06520-8124.

3. School of Physics and Astronomy, University of Birmingham, Birmingham, B15 2TT, United Kingdom.

4. iThemba LABS, P.O. Box 722, Somerset West 7129, South Africa.

A recent measurement of the 12C(p, p′) reaction per-
formed at the iThemba LABS [1] provided evidence for
a broad (Γ = 600 keV) 2+ state at 9.6 MeV in 12C. The
existence of this 2+

2 state in 12C has been the subject of
much debate since it was observed in a 12C(α, α′) mea-
surement [2] but it was not observed in the beta decays of
12N and 12B [3]. Such a 2+ state at 9.11 MeV (a member
of the rotational band built on top of the Hoyle state at
7.654 MeV in 12C) was predicted [4] to significantly alter
the rate of the formation of 12C at high temperatures (T
> 3GK) during stellar helium burning [5]. Such a rota-
tional band was not predicted by the newly suggested low
N limit of a BEC structure of the Hoyle state [6]. In this
model the 2+

2 was predicted to be an alpha-vibrational
state.

We used a 25 MeV proton beam extracted from the
Yale tandem to measure the 12C(p, p′) reaction at an
energy lower than used in Ref. [1]. As we discuss below,
at 25 MeV we observe small contributions from the broad
(Γ = 3.0 MeV) 0+

3 state at 10.3 MeV that dominated the
iThemba LABS data [1]. But our experiment is plagued
by another (most likely instrumental) background, hence
we do not plan to continue this study (e.g. to achieve
higher statistics). However, we present our data in this
Brief Report since it gives credence to the findings of Ref
[1] on the observation of the broad 2+

2 state at 9.6 MeV
in 12C.

Measurements with a 25 MeV (∼10 nA) proton beam
and thin (40 µg/cm2) natural 12C and enriched (93%)
13C targets were performed. The protons were detected
in the Yale Enge Split Pole Spectrometer [7] with a solid
angle of 2.8 msr and angular opening of ∆θ ≈ ± 1◦,
at lab angles of 20◦, 35◦ and 45◦. The energy resolution
was measured using the narrow 0+

2 Hoyle state at 7.654
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FIG. 1: (Color Online) The scattered proton spectra mea-
sured at lab angles of: 20◦ (top blue), 35◦ (middle red) and
45◦ (bottom black).
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FIG. 2: (Color Online) Scattered proton spectrum measured
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from all known states plus the broad 2+

2 at 9.6 MeV and a
linear background term (dashed blue lines).
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FIG. 3: (Color Online) The measured background-subtracted
proton spectrum analyzed with (red line) and without (black
dashed line) the contribution of the 2+

2 state at 9.6 MeV.

MeV as well a the narrow 1+ state at 12.710 MeV [8].
The large background observed in all three angles, see
Fig. 1, cannot be associated with a state in 12C. This
background is larger at small angles and for lower energy
scattered protons, hence we conclude that it arises (most
likely) from plural scattering of protons (e.g. in the slits
etc.).

The data shown in Fig. 1 allow us to discriminate in-
elastic scattering from contaminants in the target (e.g.
hydrogen, oxygen or 13C), since the contaminant lines
appear at each angle at a different computed ”excitation
energy” in 12C. The contaminant lines were also directly
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                         arXiv.org > nucl-th > arXiv:1103.3940v1
P. Ring, and P. Schuck, The Nuclear Many-Body Problem (Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1980).
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Descouvemont and Baye; PRC36(1987)54
     Deforemed 2+2 at 9.11 MeV in 12C
       B(E2: 2+2 → gs) = 0.5 - 2.6 W.u.
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  Conclusions
 B(E2: 2+2 → 0+2) = ?

? (BR ~ 10-9 - 10-8 !)
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