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Abstract

T he °!C r neutrino source experin ents play a unique rolk in testing overall
operations ofthe GALLEX and SAGE solar neutrino experin ents. R ecently
H ata and H axton argued that the excited-state contribution to the *G a cross
section for °!Cr neutrino absorption m iht not be known reliably, despite
forward-anglke (,1) m easurem ents. A largebasis shellm odel calculation re—
ported here Indicates that the unusual situation they envisioned —destructive
Interference betw een weak spin and strong spin-tensor am plitudes —does occur
for the transition to the st excited state in’*Ge. T he calculation provides
a counterexam ple to procedures previously used to determ ine the °!C r cross
section : the predicted (o,n) cross section forthis state agreesw ith experim ent,
while the BGT value iswell outside the accepted 3  lim it. T he resuls argue
for a shift In the interpretation of the source experin ents: they becom e m ore
crucialasm easurem ents of the 1 G a detector response to 'Be solar neutrinos,
and kssde nitive as wholly independent tests of *G e recovery and counting
e ciencies.
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Recently the GALLEX {I]land SAGE ] collaborations reported results for test irradi-
ations of their galliim solar neutrino detectors w ith °!C r neutrino sources. O ther checks
m ade of detector operations include blank runs; tracer experin ents w ith stabl G e and w ith
G e carrier doped w ith "*G e; SAGE experin ents in which liquid G a was spiked w ith the
sources '°G a and '?G a, which decay to '°G e and "?G e; the spiking ofthe GALLEX detector
with the * source A s, which decays to *G e; and the behavior of the detectors during the
initial extractions of cosn ogenic °8G e. D espite these other e orts, the source experin ents
continue to play a unique role in testing detector operations under conditions where "G e is
produced in siti and extracted under few -atom , hot chem istry conditions.

The "'G e counting rates Hund i the source experin ents depend on the source strength,
the overalle ciency Pr recovering and counting "G e, and the "'G a cross section for ab-
sorbing °'C r neutrinos. A s the source activity can be m easured to very good accuracy (
1% ), the experin ent determm ines the product of the e ciency and cross section. T hus any
Interpretation of the results as a test of recovery and counting procedures requires strict
bounds on cross section uncertainties.

E Jectron capture on °!C rpopulatestwo nalstates in®'V and thus produces tw o neutrino
lines (neglecting atom ic binding energy di erences) of energy 746 k&V (90% ) and 431 keVv
(10% ). An illustrated In Fig. 1, the 431 keéV neutrinos can only excite the ground state of
1G e, the strength of which is determ ined by the known 11 43 day lifetin e of G e,

BGT (gs) = hIk0 I 'kJiif = 0087  0:001 1)

2T+ 1

for the Gamow-Teller GT) matrix elment in the direction "'Ga (J;, = 3=2 ) to "'Ge
J; = 1=2 ). The GT operator is
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D ne can com pare this to Bahcall's recent reanalysis 3] of the "*G a decay. A though his
results are given in tem s of the din ensional cross section factor o = 8611 10 *°® an?,
one can use Eq. (8.10) of E!], the standard relation

6140 10
BF + ¢BGT

3)

and the value g, =126 to derive BGT (gs) = 0.0863, a result consistent w ith the value In
Egq. @).]

H owever the dom Inant 746 keV neutrino branch excites, In addition to the ground state,
allowed transitions to the 5/2 and 3/2 states at 175 and 500 keV in "*Ge. P ror to the
paper of Hata and Haxton [], the excited state transition strengths were thought to be
reasonably well known because of forward-angke (o,n) calbrations, which showed that the
excited state transitions account ©r 5% ofthe °!C rneutrino capture rate. The GALLEX
collaboration hasused a °!C r cross section deduced under this assum ption, 592 10 *> an?,
in extracting the ratio R of m easured "'G e atom s to expected in two source experin ents,

nding

R GALLEX)= 100 041 and 083 0:10 4)



The SAGE ocollaboration has recently quoted its result using a di erent nom alizng®'Cr
cross section of5.81 10 *° an?, yielding

R GAGE) = 095" 011" 03 ®

Allerrors are 1

An alemative nom alization of these resuls is provided by the ground state absorption
cross section r °!'Cr neutrinos of 553 10 *° an?, which can be accurately determ ined
from the "*G e lifetin e. [T his value is taken from Bahcall’s recent reevaluation that inclided
a num ber of in provem ents, including m ore accurate atom ic wave functions §].] Combining
thetwo GALLEX m easuram ents and com bining the SAGE statistical and system atic errors
In quadrature yields

#
BGT 6=2 ) BGT 3=2 )
R E 1+ 0667/——— + 0218————
BGT (gs) BGT (gs)
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Ry isde ned as the ratio of the m easured counting rate to that expected from the ground
state transition only, while the factor E represents any deviation in the overall "*G e recov—
ery under source experin ent conditions (few-atom , hot-chem istry) from that used by the
experin entalists in their analysis. T he experim ental resuls on the right-hand side have not
been combined because E depends on the experm ent: GALLEX and SAGE employ very
di erent chem icalprocedures. T he dependence of Ry on the unknown transitions strengths
BGT (5/2 ) and BGT (3/2 ) is explicit and illustrates, in particular, that the 5/2 state
willbe unim portant only if BGT (5/2 ) ismuch smaller than BGT (gs). It is clear at this
point that if one w ishes to use the source experin ent as a test of overall operations of the
detector, that is, to check that E = 1, then one must have independent experin ental or
theoretical argum ents constraining the unknown BG T values. Them apr issue in thispaper
is to delineate what can be done in this regard, and to point out that the probabl situation
isquite di erent from what is conventionally assum ed.

B ahcall’s recent detem ination of the °'Cr cross section was based on the assum ption
that forward-anglke (o,n) m easuram ents provide reliable upper boundson weak BG T values.
I show below that this is not generally true. Furthem ore a sophisticated shellm odel calcu—
Jation isperform ed which dem onstrates that this isnot the case for the transition to the st
excited state n "*Ge. The calculation predicts destructive interference between the (,n)
spin and spin-tensor m atrix elem ents, the possibility envisioned in Hata and Haxton §]. I
discuss how this resul a ects the Interpretation of the resuls of the source experin ents.

The K roftheck et al. ] (o,n) m easurem ents or "G a were m ade at 120 and 200 M &V,
yielding

BGTY® (5=2 ) < 0005 and BGTT® (3=2 )= 0011 0:002: )

From these results the 5% estin ate of excited state contrioutions to the source experin ents
was deduced. H owever, while the reliability of forward-angle (o,n) reactions in m apping the
overall BGT strength pro I of nuclki is reasonably well established, discrepancies in the
case of ndividual transitions of known strength have been noted. Table I, repeated from



Ref. §], com pares 10 transitions orwhich both  decay and (p,n) inform ation is avaibble.
In over half of these cases, the decay and (,n) BGT values disagree signi cantly.

A sdiscussed In Refs. {1,8], the underlying reason for the discrepancies in Tabk I appears
to be the presence of a soin—tensor (L=2 S=1)J=1 com ponent in the forward-angle (o,n)
operator,

hT¢kO oy kJii= hJlgkO g1 'kJii+  hEkO{Z  kJidsy 8)

where
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and w here the notation hk kigy indicates that a shellm odel reduced m atrix elem ent is to be
taken. ThusBG Ts(g;m isde ned :n analogy wih Eq. (1), but w ith the operator n Eq. (8)
replacing that n Eq. ). Thise ective operator ndeed proves to ram ove all of the large
discrepancies in Tabl I, provided one takes 0.85. (The ttedvaluesused in thetablk are
0.069 and 0.096 for the 2sld and 1p shells, respectively.) T he resulting valuesBG Ts(ffm) one
then obtains, listed in the Jast colum n of Tabl I, are in good agreem ent w ith the m easured
omn) values. [Ihe calculations were done by using the decay value for the m agnitude of
hJ:kO J7'kJ;i and shellm odelvalues for hJc kO {Z JkJ;i and forthe relative sign ofthem atrix
elem ents [{1.]

T hisdiscussion show sthat the tendancy in Tabl I for (o,n) reactionsto overestin ate true
BGT values does not re ect som e general property of (o,n) reactions, but rather a speci ¢
comm on property of these transitions: the transition densities are dom nantly diagonal,
either ofthe form j1)j= 1 2i! j@3)j=1 Ziorj@d)j= 1+ 3i! j@)j= 1+ 2i. In
Table II we show that, for m irror transitions and others of this character, the interference
between the GT and soin-tensor operators in Eq. (8) is constructive. But Tabl IT also
show s that even for pure singleparticlke transitions, destructive interference can resul, as
In the case of transitions between soin aligned and spin antialigned con gurations. This
willgenerally result n a ,n) BGT value that is an aller than the true decay BGT value.
Furthem ore, below we will explicitly show that a (mn) BGT value can be substantially
an aller than the true value —w ith the transition to the 5/2 state in "G e being a very lkely
exam pl.

Hata and Haxton []pointed out that sim ple descriptions of G a and "*G e —a N ilsson
m odelw ith m odest positive deform ation 005 0d5accountsforl/2 ,5/2 ,3/2 level
ordering in "'G e — suggest that the density m atrix for the 3/2 ! 5/2 transition to the

rst excited state n'G e is likely dom inated by

16, 0) ! 2p3—» P): 10)

This is an I-forbidden M 1 transition, an exam ple of the fourth category In Tablk II, and
sin ilar to the ¥K ! 3°Ca(l/2") case in Table I. This particular transition generates the
largest spin—tensor m atrix elem ent In the 2plf shell: if the transition were of sihglk-particlke
strength, the resulting BG T () would be an order ofm agnitude larger than the experin ental
upper bound. This could Indicate that the 1f., ! 2ps-, am plitude, unlike the sin ple one-
hole ¥K case, is considerably below single-particle strength. But a second possibility, or a



m ore com plx transition ofthis sort nvolving nuclkiin them iddle ofa shel], isthat the sm all
BGT ¢, comes about through a cancellation between the GT and spin-tensor operators.
The competing GT am plitude would arise from presum ably less inportant tem s in the
density m atrix, eg., 2p1-» ! 2p3- and 1, ! 1f,. Ifthis were the case, the decay
BGT value could be considerably larger than the (,n) bound. W hen Hata and Haxton
explored this issue in detail, they found valuesof BGT (5/2 ) between 0 and BG T (gs) could
stillbe com patible w ith the (,n) constraint, given conceivable values for the strength ofthe
unknow n soin-tensorm atrix elem ent. Thus R is only weakly constrained to the range 1 to
1.667, a cross section uncertainty that would m ake the source experim ents m uch less useful
as a test of detector operations.

Hata and H axton lin ited their investigations to delneating what m ight be possible: no
e ort wasm ade to use nuclkar theory to try to lm it these possbilities, ie., to detem ine
what m ight be probable. The discussion of the relationship between BGT and BGT
In the 1p and 2sld shells should then be encouraging. If one m akes no use of theory in
Tabl I, large discrepancies appear between decay and (,n) BGT detem nations. But
the inclusion of the soin-tensor operator, which theory tells us should be present in the
o) am plitude, combined w ith standard shell m odel evaluations of the relative sign and
m agnitude of this second operator, nicely rem oves all lJarge discrepancies between  decay
and @mn) BGT evaluations. Below we follow the sam e strategy in the case of *G a.

However this lnvolves a com plication as unconstrained shell m odel calculations In the
canonical shellm odel space Rps—;1f2p1-219s—) ©r "*G a and "*G e are still som ew hat out
of reach, unlike the 1p and 2sld shell cases of Tablk I. The necessary truncations of this
Soace cannot be too vioknt due to the deform ation e ects apparent in thism ass region. For
exam ple, the energy ofthe rst excited 0 state In the lighter even-A isotopes of G e plunges
asthe num ber of neutrons is Increased, apparently leading to a level crossing w ith the ground
state at neutron number 40. The proton occupation num bers, derived from m easured
Soectroscopic factors, are changing rapidly at the sam e point. T he 2p;3-, occupation drops
dram atically as the 1f_, occupation rises. A s discussed in Ref. ], these rather dram atic
structure changes are reproduced by a weak-coupling shellm odel, from w hich the underlying
physics can be extracted. A s neutrons begin to occupy the 1gs-, shell, a strong polarizing
Interaction arisesbetween 19y, neutronsand 1f., protons: these orbitshave the sam e nodal
structure and thus have favorable soatial overlbp. T he interaction has a strong in  uence on
the structure of the ground state as one approaches the naive N= 40 closed neutron shell.
An exam hation of the lJargest wave function com ponents in the caloulation ofRef. §] show s
that the spherical proton con guration 2@22 is adm ixed w ith the deform ed con gurations
2p5_,1£ , and 2pJ_,1£_,, whik the spherical neutron con guration 2g_, becom es adm ixed
with the deformed con guration 28_,19%,. The transition from an essentially spherical
ground state at N= 38 to a deform ed ground state at N= 40 is particularly sharp because it
is driven by the strong 1., ()-1gs—, () attraction, which favors the deform ation, and leads
to prem ature occupation ofthe 1gy-, shell. T his Interpretation is consistent w ith the N ilsson
m odel, where an orbital associated w ith the soherical 19y, shell plunges below the N ilsson
orbial associated w ith the 2p;-, shell for Jarge positive deform ation.

It is clear at this point that a realistic shellm odel calculation of the N= 40 nucleus "G a
m ust include the excitations into the 1gy-, shell that drive deform ation. Such a calculation
is now practical: the inclusion ofallcon gurations of the form @p_,1£,2p;1,)"1g3_, and



@p32156.,2p1,)"?1g;_, results in a m -schem e basis for "G e of about 492,000. M atrices
of this din ension can be handld w ith relative ease on a largem em ory workstation. The
caloulation was perform ed usig the interaction of Ref. [1(], wih single-particke energies
adjisted to  t the kevel ordering n"*Ge and ‘G a.

The resulting shellm odelm atrix elem ents and predicted decay and (n) BGT values
are given In Table III. T he onebody density m atrix for the transition to the 1/2 ground
state of *G e isdom inated by the 2p;—, ) ! 2ps-, (o) am plitude, and thus corresponds to the
third possibility in Table IT (@nd isdistinct from any ofthe cases in Tabl I) .C onsequently the
G T and spin-tensor operators are predicted to interfere destructively, leading to a BG T )
that is slightly an aller than the corresponding decay value. W euse = 0.097 in the 2plf
shell B].) The predicted BGT of 0.051 is in quite reasonable agreem ent w ith experin ent
(0.087), corresponding to shellm odelm atrix elem ent of  0.77 the experin ental value.

A lthough the experim ental and calculated (,n) BGT values for the 3/2 disagree nu—
m erically, both values are am all, 0.011 and 0.0011, respectively.

But the ram arkable entry In Table IIT is that for the transition to the 5/2 rst excited
state. T he transition density is dom inated by the I-forbidden 1, ) ! 2ps-, () am plitude,
Jleading to a huge spin-tensor operator m atrix elem ent. (T he calculated value corresponds
to 0.48 ofthe singleparticle value.) The next m ost in portant contribution to the transition
density, 2pi1—2 ) ! 2pi— ), generates a an allG T m atrix elem ent that interferes destruc—
tively w ith the spin-tensorm atrix elem ent. Note that the nal ,n) BGT value, 0.0006, is
In agreem ent w ith the experin ental upper bound of 0.005.

Now the use of these results depends on one’s goals. I feel there are three logical ways

of proceading:
1) Testing the overall operations of the GALLEX and SAGE detectors. If the goalis to use
the experin ental constraints in Eqg. (6) to derive a bound on E, clearly an independent
constraint is needed on the excited state BG T values. T he standard procedure has been to
em ploy the experim ental ,n) BGT values E£g.(7)) n Eqg. (6), which yields the result

E= 094 008 002; GALLEX
= 096 "7, 002; SAGE a1)

where the second uncertainty re ects the experim ental uncertainty in the m easured (o,n)
BGT values E£qg. (7)). Butthisprocedure —equating the decay BGT sto the (po,n) values—
is clarly not defensible: the nuclear structure study described aboved predictsa 5/2  (po,n)
BG T value in agreem ent w ith experim ent, but yieldsa decay BGT value aln ost fourtin es
larger than would be allowed in this sin plistic analysis.

The approach taken In Hata and Haxton was to allow the GT and spin-tensor m atrix
elem ents to take on any values consistent w ith the (o,n) resuls and the constraint that the
strength of the spin—tensor m atrix elem ent could not exceed the singleparticle 1m it. Now
that we have a reasonable theoretical description ofthe "G a weak and (p,n) transitions, we
have som e chance to narrow this range. B ecause the spin—tensor transition to the 5/2 state
is s0 strong, the obvious strategy is to m in ic the calculations summ arized n Tablk I: use
theory to predict the m agnitude and relative sign of the soin-tensor am plitude, then 1im it
the GT am plitude by using Egs. (7-9). This is ckarly preferable to directly calculating the
G T m atrix elem ent, which the shellm odel predicts is alm ost a factor of 10 an aller than the
FoIn-tensor m atrix elam ent. T he net resut is



0:0014< BGT (5=2 ) < 0:032: 12)

Forthe 3/2 state it is reasonable to adopt the (,n) BG T value, as the shellm odel predicts
this is a typical transition where the () and decay values are com parabl. A short
calculation then yields

E =086 007 009; GALLEX
0875 041 0:09; SAGE; @3)

where the second error represents the BGT uncertainty of Eq. (12). Note that if the
directly calculated shellm odelBGT (5/2 ) isused, 0017, the resulting E s are in them iddle
of these ranges, 0.85 and 0.86, regoectively. [[his shellm odel value is In good agreem ent
w ith the earlier estin ate by M athews et al. [L1] (0.020), even though this calculation did
not include the In portant defom ation e ects associated w ith the 1g_, shell. Thism ay not
be accidental: am ong the 20 low -lying states in *G a and "*G e that converged in our shell
m odel study, the "*G a ground state and the 5/2 'Ge rst excited state had the sm allest
occupation of the 1gy-, shell.]

I regard Eqg. (13) as the best current statem ent about the in plications of the source
experin ents for the overall operations of GALLEX and SAGE . The ranges Include E 1:
there is no indication of any operational problem . But substantial variations from E 1
are also allowed. O ne of the features of Eq. (13) is that the theory error is com parable to
the precision of the experin ents. T hus fiurther In provam ents in the source experim ents w ill
not tighten the constraints on E unless som e progress ism ade on the excited state nuckar
structure uncertainties.
i1) Reducing errors in derived solar neutrino uxes. The "'G a detector response to various
neutrino sources depends on quantities such as

Eh (p)i Eh (Be)i Eh ¢B)i: 14)

The pp cross section is aln ost entirely due to the ground state transition. In the case of
®B neutrinos, the cross section is quite uncertain, w ith the best determ ination com ing from
the (p,n) m apping ofthe bound-state BGT pro l inh’'Ge [6]. But Eq. (12) then lin its the
contributions of the 175 and 500 keV states to less than 6% of the total cross section B].
Thusthe rsttwo excited states do not contribute appreciably to estin ated uncertainties in
the pp and ®B neutrino galliim responses. O f course, the extraction of E, discussed above,
is in portant to these predictions.

But the 'Be response is govemned by the sam e transitions that are lnvoled in the *!Cr
source experim ent. Eq. (15) ofHata and H axton can be rew ritten as

h (Be)i= E 13SNU )Py sy (384keV) +

BGT (gs)+ 0711BGT (5=2 )+ 0290BGT (3=2 )
Ry (34:4SNU )Py gy (862keV ) 15)
BGT (gs)+ 0667BGT (5=2 )+ 0218BGT (3=2 )

w here the possbility of neutrino oscillations is included through the factors Py sy , which
give the ratio of the ux with oscillations to that without for the two 'Be lhnes at 384
and 863 keV .A 'Be ux of 5.15E 9/an’s has been used, corresponding to the Bahcall and
P insonneault standard solarm odelw ith He and m etaldi usion [12]. The strong sim ilarities



between the °!C rand "B e neutrino spectra were exploited to replace the E and the unknown
nuclkar structure quantities by a m easured quantiy R, laving a residual nuclkar structure
factor

BGT (@s) + 0711BGT (5=2 )+ 0290BGT (3=2 )
BGT (gs)+ 0:667BGT (5=2 + 0218BGT (3=2 )

= 1012 02004 1e)

which proves to be rem arkably constant when BGT (5/2 ) and BGT (3/2 ) are allowed to
vary over the fiull ranges given by Egs. (12) and (7), respectively.

ThusEq. (15) allow s one to predict the GALLEX and SAGE responses to a given ux
of "Be neutrinos, alm ost independent of uncertainties in E or in excite state BG T values,
given accurate m easurem ents ofR ¢ . Unlike our conclusion in i), this relation provides strong
m otivation for further source experin ents to reduce the ervror n Ry .

iii) The *'Cr cross section. In this section we gather together various detem inations, w ith
cautionary comm ents, ofthe excited state BG T values or, aln ost equivalently, the °'C r cross
section.

If one is willing to stipulate that E 1, the GALLEX and SAGE experim ents then
require (see B3))

BGT (5=2 ) BGT 3=2 )

0:667————  + 0218——— = 002 008; GALLEX
BGT (gs) BGT (s)

0:00"033; SAGE a7

This resul ishelpfii], as in i), In show ing that the source experim ents and the assum ption E

1 are com patdble w ith a reasonable range of excited state BG T values. H owever, it does
not provide a usefiil basis fr deriving a °!Cr cross section, as the subsequent use of this
cross section in analyzing the source experin ents would then be a tautology.

To be relevant to the source experim ent, the cross section m ust be derived from nform a—
tion independent ofthat expermm ent. Thusthe (o ,n) resultsm ust be used and, aswe showed
in Table Iand especially in the case ofthe 5/2 state in "'G e, the relationship between (o,n)
cross sections and the corresponding BG T s m ust take into acoount the com plicating e ects
of the spin-tensor operator. T he procedures used In Tabl I can fortunately be extended to
1G e because the spin-tensorm atrix elem ent is predicted to be so strong, and thus hopefiilly
can be caloulated w ith a degree of success sin ilar to the cases in the Tabl. Thus using Eq.
(12) and, as argued previously, the second ofEgs. (7), one nds

BGT (5=2 ) BGT (3=2 )
0667T————— "+ 0218———— " " = 045 0412 18)
BGT (@s) BGT (gs)
yieding [13]
flcn= 639 068 10 ®an?: 19)

This can be com pared to the corresponding result where BGT (5/2 ) is taken directly from
our shellm odel calculation

flcn =641 10 **an? ©0)



and to the recent result of 3]
f'cn= (68173%) 10 ®an’: @1)

The error in Eq. (21) inclides uncertainties from forbidden corrections and from the ‘G a
threshold and lifetin e. T he portion of the error associated w ith excited state uncertainties,
appropriate for com parison w ith Eq. (19), is ¥ 035 .

T he very narrow range in Eq. (21) results from argum entsthat @,n) BGT valies should
be upper bounds to the true weak interaction values, based on the trends in Tablk I.Un-—
fortunately we have seen that constructive interference between the GT and spin-tensor
operators is not a general feature of (o,n) reactions, but rather of diagonal transition den-
sities, such as occur for the m irror or nearly m irror transitions that dom inate Tablk I. The
shell m odel result reported here provides an explicit counterexam ple In the case of m ost
Interest to us, the 5/2 state. This calculation predictsa BG T (5/2 ) that is far outside the
3 range considered in ], yet is in agreem ent with the (n) value, the sam e input used
in B]. The resulting Cr') Eg. 0)) is 3 from the valuie ofEg. 21). The range In
Eqgq. (19) extendsto 6 .Finally, i could be argued that the range in Eq. (19) is still too
conservative, as it does not taken into account theoretical uncertainties in the evaluation
of the spin—tensor m atrix elem ent or in the value adopted for , which are very di cul to
quantify.

The results presented in this paper provide m otivation for m ore carefill experin ental
studies of the (o,n) cross section for the 5/2 state. The (p,n) energy and angular depen—
dence and new soin-transfer m easurem ent could help to ssparate the soin and soin-tensor
contributions. O ne existing m easurem ent provides som e support for the shell m odel de—
scription presented here. T he anom alously strong 5/2  (o,n) cross section found at 35 M €V,
com parable to the ground state cross section, was attributed to a strong soin-tensor contri-
bution [[4]: the spin-tensor contrdoution is expected to ncrease in in portance as the proton
energy decreases.

I thank E ric A deberger, John Bahcall, Tony Baltz, Steve E lliott, V irginia Brown, D ick
Hahn, and John W ikerson for helpfiil discussions. This work was supported in part by the
U S D gpartm ent of Energy.



TABLE I. Comparison of decay BGT values, experin ental (o,n) BGT values, and BG T 5™

TABLES

calculated from the e ective operator ofEqg. 8), usihg =
See Ref. B] for additional inform ation.

em)

0.069 (0.096) for the 2s1d (1p) shell

Nucleus Ji JeErMeV) BGT P BGT ) BGT,
3¢ 1/2 1/2  (0.0) 020 039 040
tc o 1t (3.95) 281 2.82 2.84
15N 1/2 1/2 (0.0) 025 0.54 0.53
70 5/2% 5/2% (0.0) 1.05 0.99 115
80 o 1t 0.0) 3.06 3.54 311
g 1/2% 1/2% (0.0) 1.62 213 1.65
26M g o 1* (1.06) 1.10 1.14 120
323 o 1t (0.0) 0.0021 0.014 0.016
3K 3/2F 3/2° (0.0) 027 039 039
3K 3/2F 1/27 (2.47) 0.00017 0.017 0.014

10



TABLE II. The m atrix elem ent ratio hfkO EZ %kji/hfko g:lei for singleparticle transitions.
The last colum n classi es the transitions in Tabl I according to their dom inant character.

kfi kii R atio E xam ples
' i 2(H 1)/ QH) B¢ (lp1o ! 1pi=p)
HC (p1 ! 1pisp)
PN (p1— ! 1pip)
3K (1ds, ! 1d;,) 0O0Mev)

P
N
s
I
'_l
(NI
’_l.
P
N
s
I
'_l
N
'_l

k(@2)j= 1+ 11 k(3)j= 1+ 2i 21/ @1 3) 0 (1ds, ! 1ds_,)
80 (1ds_, ! 1ds_,)
YF Qs ! 2812)
*M g(1ds—, ! 1ds-;)
325 (1dgoy ! 1dsop)
k@2)3=1 ii k(@2)j= 1+ i -1/2
k(13)j= 1+ 21 k(L+ 2)3)3= 1+ 21 1 PK (lds—y ! 2s1,) @ATMeV)
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TABLE III. Largebasis shellm odel results for *Ga ! "'Ge Gam ow-Teller and spin-tensor
m atrix elem ents and the corresoonding BG T predictions. The (,n) BGT calculation was done for

= 0.097.

T ransition hfkO g 7 kil hfkO 1,— o kii BGTM BGTng)
3/2 ! 1/2 (0kev) -0.451 0348 0.051 0.044
3/2 ' 5/2 (175keV) 0264 223 0.017 0.0006
3/2 ! 3/2 (500 keV) 0.056 0.104 0.0008 0.0011
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FIG .1. Level schem e for ''G e show Ing the excited states that contribute to absorption of pp,
"Be, °1Cr, and ®B neutrnos.

14



