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1-ISLAMD OF
STABILITY?

NewScientist
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BEAM QUALITY

78% of ¢tHe
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Why ¢He And
Deuterium®@

Two loosely bound nuclei
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Two loosely bound nuclei

Extended spatial structure
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Two loosely bound nuclei
Extended spatial structure
Comparison with 7Li(d,d)’Li
and with ‘He(p,p)¢He
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Why ¢He And
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Two loosely bound nuclei
Extended spatial structure
Comparison with “Li(d,d)’Li
and with ‘He(p,p)¢He

Great opening for

further studies - d(¢He,’H)*He
and d(°He,’He)p
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Why ¢He And
Deuterium?@

Two loosely bound nuclei
Extended spatial structure
Comparison with “Li(d,d)’Li
and with ‘He(p,p)¢He

Great opening for

further studies - d(¢He,’H)*He
and d(°He,’He)p

No data yet
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SEARCH FOR 2ND
EXCITED STATE OF E(MeV)

EXPERIMENTS THEORIES
SHE

SPIRAL
Li, Be) (t,°He) “He(p.t)

this work

No agreement on 2nd excited

state energy level

[16,17]  [19] FewB NCSM QMC GSMa CSM GSMb COSM

X.Mougeot et al., PhysiLett.B 718 (2012) pp. 441-446
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state energy level
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Possibility to obtain

spectrum of excited states
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DEUTERIUM IDENTIFICATION

AE - Eincoincidence with He
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Angle-Angle relation for elastic scattering
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COUNTS PER ANGLE
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ACCULINNA 2 group ready for



7Li - 0,15%
8Li - 18%
9Be - 1%
3H - 2%

6He - 78%



COINCIDENCE WITH “HE

Left telescope coincidences with “He
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COINCIDENCE WITH “HE

Left telescope coincidences with “He




Angle-Angle relation in coincidence with *He
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