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Conditions of the existence of a three-fermion bound state are
investigated for the states with nonzero angular momentum L = 1
and a wide class of interaction potentials. It is shown that the
binding of three fermions with purely attractive potentials or
the standard attractive potentials at high distances and a short-
range repulsion is impossible if two of the fermions are unbound.
Moreover, this system is even farther from a bound state when
the parameters of potentials are in agreement with the low-energy
two-neutron data. The possibility for a bound state of a three-
fermion system with L = 1 without bound subsystems to exist is
demonstrated for the potentials with two attractive regimes. But
there exists no bound trineutron for the realistic neutron-neutron
interaction even with two regimes of attractions, in contrast to a
tetraneutron considered in [9].

1. Introduction

The problem of the existence of multineutrons is of a
great interest in nuclear physics from both the experi-
mental and theoretical points of view [1-3]. It remai-
ns relevant for a long time, and there is still no its
satisfactory solution. A great number of papers, both
theoretical and experimental ones, were devoted to the
investigation of this question.

The recent experiments [4,5] and their interpretati-
on as the manifestation of a tetraneutron or a four-
neutron cluster induce the necessity of a deeper theoreti-
cal analysis of all possibilities of the formation of multi-
neutron systems from a few neutrons and/or resonances
in the systems containing many neutrons and the clari-
fication of structural peculiarities of such hypotheti-
cal formations [5-9]. Up to now, the full theoretical
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analysis is possible for a hypothetical trineutron and a
tetraneutron. In [9], a new class of n — n interaction
potentials with two regimes of attraction was proposed.
With such potentials, it is possible to construct the
bound state of a hypothetical tetraneutron without
any contradiction with the low-energy neutron-neutron
scattering experimental data.

In this paper, we focus on the analysis of the bi-
nging conditions of three-fermion systems with angular
momentum L = 1 and investigate the possibilities for
the existence of a hypothetical trineutron. All calculati-
ons are performed with the use of high-precision variati-
onal schemes, and their comparison with other rougher
estimates is made.

2. Statement of the Problem

Consider a system of three fermions with central pai-
rwise interaction. In what follows, we use the obtained
results in the analysis of the binding conditions of three
neutrons. The Schrédinger equation for three fermions
with central pairwise interaction,

3 ~9 3 A

i=1

+Vi (Tij)Pt(ij))}\Pa = EY,, (1)

contains the singlet V;"(r;;) and triplet V, (r;;)
components of the interaction potential in the even
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and odd (with respect to the angular momentum)
states of two particles. Py(ij) and P;(ij) are the
projection operators on the singlet and triplet states
of two particles, respectively. If we consider the
spin functions of three particles as two-component
vectors

= (%) Lo (59,) ,

then we can present the projection operators written in
terms of the Pauli matrices

Pij) = 0 —owoy)  BGj) = 33+ o)

as 2 X 2 matrices:

155(12)(3 8), Pt(12)<8 (1)>
- ()
T4

1 3 V3

In the lowest energy state, the spin of the three-
particle system is S = 1/2, and the full antisymmetric
wavefunction in a doublet spin state is

lw '&‘5
‘ o
»

= %‘
S

w

W]
oy e

v, = % (§'¢"(r12,r13,r23) — §"¢'(r12, 113, 123)) . (3)

7

where the spatial components ¢’'(ris,r13,r23) and
@"(r12,113,r23) and the spin components &', £’ possess
the symmetry [2,1]. The projection of Eq. (1) on di-
fferent spin states produces a system of two equations
for the spatial components:

3 ]52
<Z; ﬁ + V(i) - E) ¢+

1 B
7 > BV (ry) + Vit (ri) ¢+
(i5)#(12)

+§ > (=1 (Vi (i) = Vi (r)) ¢/ =0,

(i3)#(12)
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5, p2
(; % + Vi (ri;) — E) ¢'+

J& Y (Vi (rig) +3VF(rig) o'+

(ij)#(12)

L3

Y Y (VE(ry) =V () ¢" =0, (4)

(i) #(12)

The spatial components ¢’ and ¢” correspond to an
irreducible representation of the permutation group wi-
th the Young table [1, 2] and are not independent. We
choose one spatial component ¢” symmetric with respect
to the permutation of the coordinates r; and ro as an
independent one, and the other one can be related with
it in the next way:

o — %(zﬁgg +1)¢", (5)

where Py; is the permutation operator for particles 2 and
3. Then we can rewrite the Schréodinger equation for only
one independent spatial component of the wavefunction
¢" (here and later on, we use the notation & = ¢")
which is symmetric with respect to the permutation of
particles 1 and 2:

3 2 1 3
{ 2p;n t3 > (Vi rig) + Vi (riy) +

i=1 i>j=1

1 " .
+3 > (U (Vi (i) = Vi (ry) —
(i3)#(23)
1

Z (=)™ (Vi (rij) = Vi (rij) 1323}@ = FE®.

(i3)#(12)
(6)

The equation for three fermions (6) in the doublet spin
state is already quite convenient to be used in numerical
calculations based on the Bubnov—Galerkin variational
method. We perform all our numerical calculations using
the Gaussian basis similar to that in [9].
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3. Matrix Elements of the Hamiltonian for
Angular Momentum L =1

For the complete analysis of possibilities to bind three
fermions (and a trineutron) by using the wave equati-
on (6), we investigate the lowest energy states of three
particles with the total angular momenta L = 0 and
L = 1. The analysis of these states can be essential also
for the investigation of a hypothetical tetraneutron and
its “n — 3n 4 n channel of dissociation.

The variational wavefunction corresponding to zero
angular momentum must depend only on the absolute
values of interparticle distances and, for the Gaussian
basis, is a properly antisymmetrized linear combination
of the basis functions:

K
(DL:O(TQ, 7“13,7“23) = S’Z C,‘ exp (— Z 3a§€l7“]%l> =
i=1

k<l=1

R K
=9 Cits. (7)
=1

Here, S is the operator of antisymmetrization with
respect to the permutation of particles 1 and 2: S =
1-— ]512. When we use the Bubnov—Galerkin scheme, all
matrix elements of Eq. (6) on functions (7) are standard
enough [9]. Somewhat more difficult is the situation wi-
th angular momentum L = 1, when the wavefunction
contains, in addition to the absolute values of interparti-
cle distances, spherical functions of the first order. We
can build the most general spatial wavefunction of the
system of three particles that describe odd states with
angular momentum L = 1 and its projection M = 0 in
the following form:

(I)h::l{ = (J1z<,01(7”12, 13, 7’23) + Q2z¢2(T127 13, 7"23)- (8)

Here, ¢1, and ¢, are the z-components of the relative
Jacobi coordinates,

q1 :%(rl_rﬁ)v Q2:%(I‘1+I‘2—2r3)7 (9)
1 and @9 are symmetric and antisymmetric functi-
ons with respect to permutation of particles 1 and
2 (symmetrized to correspond to thye Young table
[2,1]). To perform variational calculations within the
Bubnov—Galerkin method, we choose variational tri-
al functions ¢; and ¢s in the form of an independent
properly symmetrized superposition of Gaussian functi-
ons.
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Prior to our numerical calculations, the important
step is the computation of the overlapping matrix
elements and the matrix elements of the potential and
kinetic energies on various basis functions. All these
matrix elements can be calculalted explicitly when we
use the Gaussian basis even for a very complex basis
function with nonzero angular momentum (8). In the
case of the angular momentum L = 1 and the variati-
onal function (8), we need to calculate matrix elements
on the basis functions of two types:

¢Z(.1) = q1, exXp (— Z 3(12([1)7‘,2@[) )

k<l=1

(10)

¢\? = go. exp < Z 3“2(12)7"1%z> :

k<l=1

To express all matrix elements in the universal form
for both types of basis functions (10), we introduce a
matrix that consists of the linear combinations of nonli-
near variational parameters:

1
=(4a12 + a1z + az3) ——(a13 — as3)
_ 12 2
B= . (11)
V3 3
7((113 — as3) 5(6113 + ass3)
Here, ay; = a};l + akl’. The matrix B defines the transi-

tion to Jacobi coordinates in the exponent

3 3
Z aklril = Z Bn'm(qnqm)-

k<l=1 n,m=1

Also we introduce the matrix inverse to B,

C=B""'.det(B),

3 V3
. §(a13 + az3) 7(023 —a13)

3 ) (12)
5(4%2 + a1z + as3)

7 (a23 - 013)

Using the matrices B and C, we can write the overlappi-
ng matrix element in a simple form

3
(n) m)\ _ T Cnm
(A7) = P s

and a matrix element of an arbitrary function depending

only on the absolute value of the interparticle distance
r; in the form

(o] £y o) = (8"

n,m=1,2, (13)

m)\ 8
¢j >ﬁx
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T 3 D aC
Dy /D) 12) ——— " 2
X/f /D) KZ )Dklcnm Oay L
0

xt2e ! dt. (14)
Here, we introduce the notation
D= det(B) = 3(&12&13 + ai2a93 + CL136L23)7
oD
Dy = —. 15
Ul v (15)

It is more useful to write down the matrix elements
of the kinetic energy K = — E?:l A;/2 (for simplicity,
we use the i = m = 1 unit system) separately for di-
fferent combinations of the basis functions, because the
universal expression is cumbersome and not informative:

(#]x ) -

3 5C3 5C
T [—0122 + <3 + 12) Yoo + Dll Y11:| )

~ D52 D
(2) 2\ _
(47 [ -
73 5C? 5C%
= W |:—0122 + (3 1)12> Y22 + Y11:| )

(60 = () -

3

D7T5/2 [(Bﬁ Béz) (B{Q - 3{2) +
+53ng (Y12 + Y12)] (16)

Here, we introduce the matrices B* and B7 that are bui-
It similarly to the matrix B with one difference: instead
of the parameters a;, al; and aj, are used. The matrix
product Y = B* - BJ is also used in these expressions.
“Diagonal” matrix elements on the functions ¢ and
2 can be also simply rewritten in terms of the matrix

C only:
7T3 5012
D5/2 [_012 (3 + D > X

(@M K|olD) =

x(C1,Cfy + C11CYy) + @d&+%ﬁ@
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(0| K6\ =

2
—C%, + (3 + 5%12) X

D5/2

x(C12C1s + C5035) + (0120 + 0110{1)1 - (A7)
Here, the matrices C* and C’ are built using the same
rule as for B* and B?. Using the obtained expressions
together with special optimization schemes on nonlinear
parameters lets us to perform calculations with a very
high accuracy that can be controlled.

4. Analysis of Binding Conditions of Three
Fermions with Different Interaction
Potentials

First, we consider a simple problem with the interaction
in (6) which is independent of spin. If the triplet potenti-
al is equal to the singlet one, we obtain the amplification
of attraction in a three-fermion system, and this is the
most favorable case for the binding of three fermions
in the doublet spin state. Moreover, to compare with
the four-particle system, we choose the same potenti-
als for calculations of a trineutron as those for four
fermions in [9]: the simple attractive Gaussian potenti-
al Vi(r) = —gexp(—r?), the Volkov potential with
variable strength Va(r) = —g(144.86 exp(—(r/0.82)?) —
83.34 exp(—(r/1.6)?)) as a typical nuclear potential with
short-range repulsion (all potentials are in dimensionless
units like in [9]), the optimal Volkov-type potential givi-
ng the best binding conditions V3(r) = —g(exp(—r?) —
L.5exp(—(r/0.9)?)), and the potential with two regimes
of attraction,

V. (r) = g(0.43 exp(—(r/0.6)?) — exp(—r?)+

+1.085 exp(—(r/1.3)%) — 0.42 exp(—(r/1.5)%)), (18)

proposed in [9] (here the distance scale is ro = 0.488519
fm). The results of calculations of the critical coupli-
ng constants, when a bound state of the three-fermion
system appears on the threshold with rise in the coupling
constant g, are presented in the first three rows of Table
1 for the simple potentials and in the fourth row for the
potential proposed in [9] with two regimes of attraction.

As expected, for all the considered potentials, the
energy level of three fermions with angular momentum
L = 1 is essentially lower than the level with L = 0.
For all potentials, it is seen that the critical coupli-
ng constant of three particles with angular momentum
L =1 is very close to the critical constant of a four-
particle system (considerably closer, than the level with
L=0).
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Fig. 1. Energy levels scheme for two, three, and four fermions with

simple short-range (nuclear) interaction potentials

Therefore, for the four-fermion system with symmetry
[2, 2], not only the threshold 4 — 2 + 2 is important,
but also 4 — 37-1 + 1. As seen from Table 1, g, (3) >
ger(4) for some potentials, while ge.(3) < ger(4) for
others. We emphasize that, for all the considered si-
mple potentials, the four-particle level disappears on the
2 + 2 threshold with decrease in the coupling constant,
rather than on the threshold Ep—;(3). We also note
that there is no possibility with simple potentials to
obtain a bound state in the three-fermion system wi-
th two unbound particles (always ger(2) < ger(3)). This
result is mostly the same as obtained in [9] for the
system of four neutrons. Figure 1 schematically shows
the dependence of binding energies of the considered
systems on the coupling constant; this energy level
scheme remains almost the same for all simple potenti-
als.

More interesting, of course, is the analysis of binding
conditions of the system of three fermions with potential
(18) with two regimes of attraction that gives rise to the
binding of a tetraneutron [9]. The results of our calculati-
ons of the critical coupling constants for this potential in
the “spinless” case is presented in the last row of Table

Qexp/gcr(2)=0.976l lgcr(3|_=0)/gcr(2)=1 008
& 0,0 L L 1 R L ) | ) ) ) |
£ |
e |9.(3)g,(2)=0.967
m-O,S E
1,0 E(z)
-1,5 N
E1_=o
2,04
E(3)
-2,5 T T T T T . ; . L=I i :
0,8 0,9 1,0 11 12 13
g/g(2)

Fig. 2. Dependence of the lowest state energies on the coupling

constant for two- and three-fermion systems (18)

1. We emphasize that it is possible with this interaction
potential to obtain bound states of four fermions with
zero angular momentum [9] and those of three fermi-
ons with angular momentum L + 1 with the unbound
two-fermion subsystem. Moreover, both these systems
are also bound with the coupling constant gexp, = 322.4,
which allows one to reproduce the low-energy neutron-
neutron data (the scattering length ag(,,) = —18.9,
and the effective interaction radius rog(n,) = 2.75 fm).

Figure 2 gives a clear evidence that a bound state
appears in the three-fermion system with potential (18)
with two regimes of attraction in the L = 1 case. But the
binding is absent for zero angular momentum in the area,
where a two-particle system is unbound. This behavior
takes place, because the different parts of the attracti-
ve potential dominate in the two- and three-fermion
systems in the region, where a two-particle bound state
appears. In the three-particle system, the short-range
attraction is significant, while longer ranges and the
second attractive well play the crucial role for two parti-
cles. We consider this class of potentials with two regi-
mes of attraction (18) to be useful in investiga-

T a ble 1. Critical coupling constants of three- and four-fermion systems

Potential | 90Br=1) | 00Br0)/0e(2) | 9erBr=0)/9a(®) | ger(d)/gex(2) 9]
—gexp(—r2) 3.84 1.43 3.3 1.46
Volkov potential 0.0265 1.39 3.45 1.44
—g(exp(—7r2) — 1.5exp(—(r/0.9)2)) 170 1.278 2.18 1.27
Potential (18) 319.6 0.967 1.008 0.954

ISSN 0503-1265. Ukr. J. Phys. 2007. V. 52, N 3
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ting the binding conditions of three neutrons under the
real conditions with spin-dependent potential.

Consider now a spin-dependent potential, being the
same as that in [9]. Namely, we choose the singlet
potential as (18) and the triplet potential as

V7 (r) = g(2.212exp(—(r/2)%)—

—2.334 exp(—(r/3)?) + exp(—(r/4)?)).

The results of calculations based on the Schrédinger
equation (6) using optimized schemes of the variati-
onal method with a Gaussian basis showed that there
is no bound states in the system of three neutrons when
two neutrons are unbound. Notice that the system of
four neutrons remains bound at the point gey, with
this potential. For three neutrons, the considered triplet
potential acts as a strong repulsion. This may be caused
by a somewhat different action of the Pauli principle
in three- and four-neutron systems. Using the presented
spin-dependent potential leads to very high values of
the critical coupling constants: ge,(31=1) = 4.27g,(2),
and ger(3n=0) = 8.88¢cr(2). This is much worse than
all the spinless results presented above. Therefore, the
bound states in the three-neutron system cannot exist if
two neutrons remains unbound even for potentials (18
and 19). Our attempts to modify the triplet potential to
obtain the trineutron binding turned out unsuccessful.

(19)

5. Shell Oscillatory Estimates for
Multineutron Systems

The high-precision calculations based on many-particle
equations like (6) meet considerable difficulties, when
one tries to analyze the systems of more than four parti-
cles. Realizable now are only the rough estimates of
multineutron systems with higher number of neutrons.
To investigate the binding conditions of different multi-
neutron systems from one point of view, we consider the
oscillatory approximation for the trial wavefunctions of
simple systems of 2, 3, and 4 neutrons and closed-shell
systems of 8, 20, and 40 neutrons. The energy functionals
for such N-neutron systems can be calculated relatively
simply in standard way. These functionals depend only
on the neutron mass M and the variational parameter a
as follows:

1 3

N = 27 (L = 0) E = Inln {WZ <0|‘/s+(7"a)|0>} 5
N=2(L=1):E = min by
SN T T Ma? 2

2
+3 012, (m)|o>},

1 4 2
+ §<0|<r — 324
F2) Vi (ra)l0) + <0|r2vr<m>|o>},
4
N=3,(L=1):E= rnln Ma2+
F2OIV (ra)0) + {02V, <m>|o>},
+ <0|(%r47

2+ VW ra) o) + 200127, “"“)'m}

ol

2y )V"'(ra)‘O) + 12<O|7’ V. (ra)|0) }

1 13

N=4,(L=0):E= mm{M Y

N:8,(L:0):E:min{

1 117

N=20,(L=0): E= mln{M2 5

1
— 16r8—
+ 5010167

—967° + 776r* — 680r? + 1945)V,* (ra)|0)+

+;<0\r2(4r4 —12r% + 55)V,” (Ta)())},

_ PR 1 297 1 64 P2
N4O,(L0).Emaln{Ma2 3 +256<0\(
—%rm + 736332 8 15292 6 4 1788474 —

—13180r2 + 21935)V,* (ra)|0) + 5@<0|r (512r8—

—5120r% — 35072r* — 7449672 + 164640)V,” (ra)|0>}.

(20)
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Here, NV is the number of particles, and L is the total
angular momentum of a system. The kinetic energy term
in these equations properly accounts for the center-of-
mass motion. The matrix elements of even singlet and
odd triplet potentials are defined with “oscillator” weight
as
1 2

017010 = =575 [ drexp(~r)s(), (21)
Of course, we must mention that the oscillatory approxi-
mation can describe well only strongly bound systems.
But, for such loosely bound systems as multineutrons,
the oscillatory approximation can be only a rough vari-
ational estimate by the order of magnitude. In the osci-
llatory approximation, we considered the

T a b1 e 2. Critical coupling constants for different
Fermi-systems with different numbers of particles in
the oscillatory approximation with the spin-independent
potential V(r) = —gexp(—r2) (for the three-particle

system, values for different angular momenta are
presented)
Number of particles N ‘ ger(N) ‘ ger (N)/ger (2)
2 (L =0) 3.897 1.000
3(L=0) 10.408 2.671
3(L=1) 5.649 1.45
4 4.283 1.099
8 2.748 0.705
20 1.853 0.475
40 0.565 0.145
T a b 1l e 3. Critical coupling constants for different

Fermi-systems with different numbers of particles in
the oscillatory approximation with the spin-independent
potential (18) (for the three-particle system, values for
different angular momenta are presented)

Number of particles N ‘ ger(N) ‘ ger(N)/ger(2)
2 (L =0) 941.84 1.000
3(L=0) 5453.9 5.791
3(L=1) 712.05 0.756

4 832.15 0.884
8 274.39 0.291
20 203.22 0.216
40 26.32 0.0279

T able 4. Critical coupling constants for different multi-
neutron systems with the spin-dependent potential (18),
(19) (for the three-particle system, values for different
angular momenta are presented)

Number of particles N ‘ ger (N) ‘ ger(N)/ger(2)
2 941.84 1.000
3 (L =0) - -
3(L=1) 10190.28 10.82
4 _ _
8 24221.73 25.72
20 15170.02 16.11
40 45514.18 48.32
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systems with potentials independent of spin: the
attractive Gaussian potential, double-well potential
(18), and the spin-dependent potential (18)—(19). The
results of calculations are presented in Tables 2—4.

It is clear from Tables 2 and 3 that, for both spin-
independent potentials, the critical coupling constants,
at which a bound N-particle state appears below
the two-particle threshold, decrease monotonically wi-
th increase in the number of particles starting from 3
ones. We note that both the considered potentials do
not satisfy the saturation condition and must lead for
large numbers of particles to a collapse. We see that
the critical coupling constant is lower than the two-
particle one (only with such a requirement, we can
talk about a bound multineutron system) already for
a system of 8 particles even in the simple Gaussian
potential. The further decrease of the critical coupli-
ng constants for 20- and 40-particle systems indicates
a trend of the tighter binding of heavy multineutron
systems, what is a consequence of the simple non-
saturating interaction. Nevertheless, as the oscillatory
approximation gives the upper bound for the energy,
we may expect that the octaneutron system 3n will be
stable in precise calculations. When we consider the spin-
independent potential (18) in the oscillatory approxi-
mation, a system of particles with angular mommentum
L = 1 is already bound with two unbound parti-
cles. This result is in agreement with high-precision
three-particle calculations (Fig. 2). As for four fermi-
ons, the high-precision results [9] agree qualitatively
with those in Table 3, because g.;(4) < g¢er(2). For
heavier multineutrons, the tendency of stronger bindi-
ng remains, since g, (V) decreases monotonically with
rise of N.

The results of Tables 2 and 3 for the spinless case
give a clear evidence that ge;(32=1) < ger(3L=0), and
the energy level for the angular momentum L = 1 is
always deeper than that for L = 0 for three-fermion
system. Moreover, the critical constant for three parti-
cles with L = 1 is relatively close to the critical constant
of four particles for all spin-independent interacti-
ons (we see the same situation in precise calculati-
ons).

The less simple situation is for realistic spin-
dependent interaction potentials (Table 4). First, the
oscillatory approximation cannot lead to the binding
of any multineutron system, Second, the anomalous
irregularity in the behavior of g..(IN) is obtained for
relatively large numbers of particles, N ~ 40. At last, the
three-fermion system with L = 0 and the four-fermion
system cannot be bound for arbitrarily great coupling
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constants. Nevertheless, the precise calculations showed
that a tetraneutron with this potential is bound [9]. This
is the obvious drawback of the oscillatory approximati-
on.

6. Conclusion

Our investigation shows that the binding conditions for
a trineutron are much better in the state with angular
momentum L = 1 than those with L = 0 for all the
considered interaction potentials. The spin-independent
potential (18), which binds a system of four fermions
with zero total spin [9] with two unbound particles, bi-
nds also a system of three fermions in the doublet state
with spin S = 1/2 and angular momentum L = 1. Of
course, we have to pay a high price for the binding of
the system, namely to violate the charge independence of
nuclear forces. In the realistic case with spin-dependent
potentials and with the triplet potential in the form (19),
the binding of a trineutron disappears. The studies with
other potentials showed that there is no possibility to
build a potential of the same type as (18, 19) that can
bind a trineutron and does not contadict the other requi-
rements: first of all, it is the absence of the bound state of
a dineutron. We demanded also a negative two-neutron
scattering phase in the triplet state (effective repulsi-
on) and the absence of resonances in the two-neutron
system.

Thus, we showed that the binding conditions of a tri-
neutron are unsatisfactory for a wide variety of interacti-
on potentials in the states with L = 0 and L = 1 and
mostly worse than those for a tetraneutron [9]. We can
expect that the binding conditions will be better for
heavier multineutron systems, first of all, an octaneutron
8n. This tendence is mostly confirmed by rough osci-
llatory estimates.

224

1. A.lL Baz’, V.I. Gol’dansky, V.Z. Gol’dberg, and Ya.B. Zel’dovi-
ch, Light and Intermediate Nuclei near the Nucleon Stability
Boundaries (Nauka, Moscow, 1972) [in Russian]|.

2. H. Bethe, Annu. Rev. Nucl. Sci. 12, 93 (1971).

3. A.B. Migdal, Fermions and Bosons in Strong Fields (Nauka,
Moscow, 1978) [in Russian]|.

4. F.M. Marqués, M. Labiche, N.A. Orr et al., Phys. Rev. C65,
044006 (2002).

5. Fco. Miguel Marqués Moreno, Europ. Phys. J. A 25, 311
(2005).

6. N.K. Timofeyuk, J. Phys. G: Nucl. Part. Phys. 29, L9-L14
(2003).

7. C.A. Bertulani and V.Zelevinsky, J. Phys. G: Nucl. Part. Phys.
29, 2431 (2003).

8. S.C. Pieper, Phys. Rev. Lett. 90, 044004 (2003).

9. I.V. Simenog, B.E. Grinyuk, and Yu.M. Bidasyuk, Ukr. Fiz.
Zh. 51, 954 (2006).

Received 31.10.06

BIZJHOCHO YMOB 3B’4A3VBAHH{ TPbOX ®EPMIOHIB
I HEMOKJIUBOCTI ICHYBAHHA TPUHEUTPOHA

FO.M. Bidaciox, U.B. Cumenoe
Peszmowme

HocmiizkKeHO yMOBH iICHyBaHHsI 3B’s1I3aHOTO CTaHy TPHOX (PepMioHIB
B CTaHi 3 HEHYJBbOBHM OpOiTaJbHHM MOMeHTOM L = 1 masa mmm-
POKOTO KJjlacy HoTeHIiajiB B3aemojil. OTpuMaHo, 10 JJIsi YUCTO
MPUTSATYBAJbHUX MMOTEHIAJIB B3a€MO/Iil Ta CTAHIAPTHUX MTOTEHIII-
ajiB 3 OPUTATYBaHHSM Ha OLIbIINX BiACTaHAX I KOPOTKOAIMHUM
BIIITOBXYBaHHSIM BiJICyTHE 3B’sI3yBaHHs TPbOX (DEPMIOHIB, SKIIO
nBa 3 HUX He 3B’s#z3aHi. Tum Oisbie BiCcyTHIN 3B’5130K TPhOX HEM-
TPOHIB B I[bOMY BUNAJKY, AKIIO TapaMeTPH IIOTEHIiaIiB y3roIKeH1
3 HU3BKOEHEPIeTUYHUMHY JaHHMU ABOX He#TpouiB. s nmorenmia-
JiB B3aeMogil 3 ABOMA PEXKMMaMH IIPUTATYBAHHS OTPUMAHO MO-
KJIMBICTH 3B’sI3yBaHHs TPphoX depmioniB 3 L = 1 y BigcyrHocTi
3B’s13Ky Mixk gBOMa. B peanicTuunnx ymMoBax Mi>KHEHTPOHHOI B3a-
eMozil HaBiTH 3 JBOMa PEXKMMaMH NPHTATYBaHHs 3B’SI3aHUIA CTAH
TPBOX HEWTPOHIB BiACYTHiN, Ha BiAMiHY BiZ oTpmMaHOro paxiire
3B’SI3Ky TeTpaHeiTpOoHA.
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