arXiv:1803.04777v1 [nucl-ex] 13 Mar 2018

Strong neutron pairing in core+4n nuclei

A. Revel,^1 F.M. Marqués,^2 O. Sorlin,^1 T. Aumann,^{3, 4} C. Caesar,^{3, 4} M. Holl,^3 V. Panin,^3 M. Vandebrouck,^5 F. Wamers,^{3, 4} H. Alvarez-Pol,^6 L. Atar,^3 V. Avdeichikov,^7 S. Beceiro-Novo,^8 D. Bemmerer,^9 J. Benlliure,^6 C. A. Bertulani,^{10} J. M. Boillos,^6 K. Boretzky,^4 M. J. G. Borge,^{11} M. Caamaño,^6 E. Casarejos,^{12} W.N. Catford,^{13} J. Cederkäll,^7 M. Chartier,^{14} L. Chulkov,^{15, 16} D. Cortina-Gil,^6 E. Cravo,^{17} R. Crespo,^{18} U. Datta Pramanik,^{19} P. Díaz Fernández,^6 I. Dillmann,^{4, 20} Z. Elekes,^{21} J. Enders,^3 O. Ershova,^4 A. Estradé,^{22} F. Farinon,^4 L. M. Fraile,^{23} M. Freer,^{24} D. Galaviz,^{25, 17} H. Geissel,^4 R. Gernhäuser,^{26} P. Golubev,^7 K. Göbel,^{27} J. Hagdahl,^{28} T. Heftrich,^{27} M. Heil,^4 M. Heine,^{29} A. Heinz,^{28} A. Henriques,^{25} A. Hufnagel,^3 A. Ignatov,^3 H.T. Johansson,^{28} B. Jonson,^{28} J. Kahlbow,^3 N. Kalantar-Nayestanaki,^{30} R. Kanungo,^{31} A. Kelic-Heil,^4 A. Knyazev,^7 T. Kröll,^3 N. Kurz,^4 M. Labiche,^{32} C. Langer,^{27} T. Le Bleis,^{26} R. Lemmon,^{32} S. Lindberg,^{28} J. Machado,^{33} J. Marganiec,^{3, 16, 4} A. Movsesyan,^3 E. Nacher,^{11} M. Najafi,^{30} E. Nikolskii,^{15} T. Nilsson,^{28} C. Nociforo,^4 S. Paschalis,^{3, 34} A. Perea,^{11} M. Petri,^{3, 34} S. Pietri,^4 R. Plag,^4 R. Reifarth,^{27} G. Ribeiro,^{11} C. Rigollet,^{30} M. Röder,^{9, 35} D. Rossi,^4 D. Savran,^{16} H. Scheit,^3 H. Simon,^4 I. Syndikus,^3 J. T. Taylor,^{14} O. Tengblad,^{11} R. Thies,^{28} Y. Togano,^{36} P. Velho,^{25} V. Volkov,^{15} A. Wagner,^9 H. Weick,^4 C. Wheldon,^{24} G. Wilson,^{13} J. S. Winfield,^4 P. Woods,^{22} D. Yakorev,^9 M. Zhukov,^{28} A. Zilges,^{37} and K. Zuber^{35} (R^3B collaboration) 1Grand Accélérateur National d’Ions Lourds (GANIL), CEA/DRF-CNRS/IN2P3, Bvd Henri Becquerel, 14076 Caen, France 2LPC Caen, ENSICAEN, Université de Caen, CNRS/IN2P3, F-14050 CAEN Cedex, France 3Institut für Kernphysik, Technische Universität Darmstadt, 64289 Darmstadt, Germany 4GSI Helmholtzzentrum für Schwerionenforschung, 64291 Darmstadt, Germany 5Irfu, CEA, Université Paris-Saclay, 91191 Gif-sur-Yvette, France 6IGFAE, Instituto Galego de Física de Altas Enerxías, Universidade de Santiago de Compostela, 15782 Santiago de Compostela, Spain 7Department of Physics, Lund University, 22100 Lund, Sweden 8National Superconducting Cyclotron Laboratory, Michigan State University, East Lansing, Michigan 48824, USA 9Helmholtz-Zentrum Dresden-Rossendorf, 01328, Dresden, Germany 10Department of Physics and Astronomy, Texas A&M University-Commerce, Commerce, Texas 75429, USA 11Instituto de Estructura de la Materia, CSIC, Serrano 113 bis, 28006 Madrid, Spain 12University of Vigo, 36310 Vigo, Spain 13Department of Physics, University of Surrey, Guildford GU2 7XH, United Kingdom 14Oliver Lodge Laboratory, University of Liverpool, Liverpool L69 7ZE, United Kingdom 15NRC Kurchatov Institute, Ru-123182 Moscow, Russia 16ExtreMe Matter Institute EMMI, GSI Helmholtzzentrum für Schwerionenforschung GmbH, 64291 Darmstadt, Germany 17Faculdade de Ciências, Universidade de Lisboa, 1749-016 Lisboa, Portugal 18Instituto Superior Técnico, Universidade de Lisboa, 1049-001 Lisboa, Portugal 19Saha Institute of Nuclear Physics, 1/AF Bidhan Nagar, Kolkata-700064, India 20II. Physikalisches Institut, Universität Gießen, 35392 Gießen, Germany 21MTA Atomki, 4001 Debrecen, Hungary 22School of Physics and Astronomy, University of Edinburgh, Edinburgh EH9 3JZ, United Kingdom 23Grupo de Física Nuclear y UPARCOS, Universidad Complutense de Madrid, CEI Moncloa, 28040 Madrid, Spain 24School of Physics and Astronomy, University of Birmingham, Birmingham B15 2TT, United Kingdom 25Laboratório de Instrumentação e Física Experimental de Partículas - LIP, 1000-149 Lisbon, Portugal 26Physik Department E12, Technische Universität München, 85748 Garching, Germany 27Goethe-Universität Frankfurt am Main, 60438 Frankfurt am Main, Germany 28Institutionen för Fysik, Chalmers Tekniska Högskola, 412 96 Göteborg, Sweden 29IPHC - CNRS/Université de Strasbourg, 67037 Strasbourg, France 30KVI-CART, University of Groningen, Zernikelaan 25, 9747 AA Groningen, The Netherlands 31Astronomy and Physics Department, Saint Mary’s University, Halifax, NS B3H 3C3, Canada 32STFC Daresbury Laboratory, WA4 4AD, Warrington, United Kingdom 33Laboratório de Instrumentação, Engenharia Biomédica e Física da Radiação (LIBPhysUNL), Departamento de Física, Faculdade de Ciências e Tecnologias, Universidade Nova de Lisboa, 2829-516 Monte da Caparica, Portugal 34Department of Physics, University of York, Heslington, York YO10 5DD, United Kingdom 35Institut für Kern- und Teilchenphysik, Technische Universität Dresden, 01069 Dresden, Germany 36Department of Physics, Tokyo Institute of Technology, 2-12-1 O-Okayama, Meguro, Tokyo 152-8551, Japan 37Institut für Kernphysik, Universität zu Köln, 50937 Köln, Germany

(Dated: March 14, 2018)

The emission of neutron pairs from the neutron-rich N = 12 isotones^{18}C and^{20}O has been studied by high-energy nucleon knockout from^{19}N and^{21}O secondary beams, populating unbound states of the two isotones up to 15 MeV above their two-neutron emission thresholds. The analysis of triple fragment-n-n correlations shows that the decay^{19}N(−1p)^{18}C^∗ →^{16}C+n+n is clearly dominated by direct pair emission. The two-neutron correlation strength, the largest ever observed, suggests the predominance of a^{14}C core surrounded by four valence neutrons arranged in strongly correlated pairs. On the other hand, a significant competition of a sequential branch is found in the decay 21O(−1n)^{20}O^∗ →^{18}O+n+n, attributed to its formation through the knockout of a deeply-bound neutron that breaks the^{16}O core and reduces the number of pairs.

PACS numbers:

Introduction - Pairing correlations play a crucial role in atomic nuclei and quantum many-body physics [1]. In finite nuclei, two-neutron and/or two-proton pairing are responsible for the odd-even staggering observed in the binding energy of atomic masses and for the fact that all even nuclei have a J^π = 0^+ ground state. Pairing correlations also imply a smoothing of the level occupancy around the Fermi energy surface, an enhancement of pair transfer probabilities (see e.g. [2, 3]), as well as a superfluid behavior in nuclear rotation [4] and vibration [5]. When moving from the interior to the surface of the neutron-rich nuclei^{11}Li [6],^6He and^{18}C [7], a transition from BCS (Bardeen Cooper-Schrieffer) [8] to BEC (Bose- Einstein Condensation) [9] pairing has been predicted to possibly occur.

Tremendous efforts have been made during the last decades to extract information on proton pair correlations from two-proton emitters [10–15] and from the decays of the unbound^6Be [16, 17],^{12}O [18, 19],^{15}Ne [20], 16Ne [21, 22] and^{19}Mg [21]. While the characterization of the decay (direct or sequential) and structural information on the proton orbitals involved were obtained with increasing accuracy over the years, all 2p decay patterns are subject to strong Coulomb final-state interactions (FSI) that blur the observation of pair correlations at low relative energies.

To circumvent the effects of the Coulomb interaction, the study of two-neutron emission was carried out in neutron-rich core+n+n systems that are unbound either in their ground state (^{10}He [23],^{13}Li [23, 24],^{16}Be [25] and^{26}O [26–28]) or in excited states beyond the two-neutron threshold (^8He [29],^{14}Be [30, 31] and^{24}O [32, 33]). The decay of excited states of^8He,^{14}Be and 24O, as well as the ground-state decay of^{10}He, all show very convincing signatures of sequential decay through intermediate core-n resonances. First observations of a di-neutron decay from the ground states of^{13}Li [24] and 16Be [25] were claimed on the basis of the observed small n-n energies and angles, as compared to a three-body phase-space decay in which the emitted neutrons are free of any interaction. However, the need to go beyond the di-neutron simplification and use realistic n-n FSI, in direct and/or sequential decays, has been pointed out in

[34]. Indeed, the attractive nature of the n-n interaction gives rise to small relative n-n energies and angles, hereby potentially mimicking a di-neutron decay.

In this Letter, we use the high-energy nucleon knockout reactions^{19}N(−1p)^{18}C^∗ and^{21}O(−1n)^{20}O^∗ as a ‘piston’ to suddenly promote neutron pairs of^{18}C and^{20}O respectively into the^{16}C+n+n and^{18}O+n+n continuum. Dalitz plots and correlation functions are used to analyze triple correlations in these systems over a decay energy up to 15 MeV above the corresponding two-neutron emission thresholds. An attempt is made to link these observables to the role of the reaction mechanism and to the configurations of^{18}C and^{20}O, where the four neutrons above the^{14}C and^{16}O cores may be coupled in pairs or tetraneutron configurations [35, 36].

Experimental setup - A stable beam of^{40}Ar, accelerated at the GSI facility at 490 MeV/nucleon, was sent on a 4 g/cm^2 Be target to induce fragmentation reactions, in which the^{19}N and^{21}O secondary beams were produced at 430 MeV/nucleon. They were selected by the FRagment Separator [37] and transmitted to the R3B- LAND beam line [38], in which they were identified using their energy loss and time of flight prior to impinge on a 922 mg/cm^2 CH_2 reaction target. The latter was surrounded by the 4π Crystal Ball [39], that detected in-flight photons (ε_γ ∼ 60% around 2 MeV) and protons emitted during the knockout reactions. Two pairs of double-sided silicon strip detectors were placed before and after the target to determine the energy loss and track the incoming and outgoing nuclei. Nuclei from knockout reactions were deflected by the large dipole magnet ALADIN, and two further position measurements using scintillating fiber detectors allowed for their tracking through the dipole field. The combination with time-of-flight and energy-loss measurements provides the magnetic rigidity and atomic number of the fragments, and therefore their mass and momentum.

Unbound states in^{18}C and^{20}O, produced through knockout reactions, emitted neutrons that were detected in the forward direction using the large area neutron detector LAND [40], positioned 12 m downstream of the reaction target and covering forward angles up to 79 mrad. The energy resolution of the unbound states degrades

FIG. 1: Experimental decay energy spectra of^{16}C+n+n and^{18}O+n+n measured respectively in the proton/neutron knockout reactions from^{19}N/^{21}O (blue histograms represent events in coincidence with known γ-rays in^{16}C/^{18} O, corrected by εγ ). The corresponding locations of the 2n and 4n thresholds are noted. The right panels illustrate the shell model configuration of the 12 neutrons in each isotone.

slowly with increasing decay energy [27, Fig. 2]. The 1n and 2n efficiencies are of the order of 90% and 70% up to about 4 and 8 MeV decay energy, respectively, and decrease smoothly beyond those values [27, Figs. 1,4]. The 2n efficiency, that includes causality conditions for the rejection of cross-talk events (misidentified 2n events induced by a single neutron), drops below 300 keV as neutrons are emitted within a very narrow cone and cannot be distinguished.

Excitation energies - The invariant mass M_{f nn} of the fragment+n+n three-body system, that is reconstructed from the momentum vectors of the fragment and neutrons, is used to calculate the decay energy E_d of the system (E_d = M_{f nn} −m_f −2m_n) in Fig. 1. This energy corresponds to the excitation energy of the total system beyond the 2n threshold, since no significant excitation of the fragment (blue histogram in Fig. 1) has been observed. The 2n-emission spectra of the two nuclei are peaked at about the same energy of 4–5 MeV, and energies up to about 15 MeV were observed. This range of decay energies corresponds to E^∗(^{18}C) ≈ 5–20 MeV and E^∗(^{20}O)≈ 12–27 MeV. To reach such high excitation energies, deep nucleon knockout must have occurred.

At high beam energy, the deep proton knockout reaction^{19}N(−1p) is expected to occur mainly through a quasi-free mechanism [41] and preserve the structure of the neutrons in^{18}C, that can be viewed as a core of 14C plus 4 neutrons in the sd shells (top-right panel of Fig. 1). This is supported by the fact that, even if the^{14}C threshold is 5.5 MeV higher than the^{16}C one (Fig. 1), the former exhibits a higher yield (σ14_C/σ16_C ∼1.8). This reaction is therefore used here as a tool to suddenly promote neutrons to the continuum, observe their decay, and trace back how they were correlated in^{18}C. By contrast, the deep neutron knockout reaction^{21}O(−1n) leaves a broken^{16}O core and two unpaired neutrons in the^{20}O residue (bottom-right panel). In this case, we expect to hinder the role of pairing interactions, as will be discussed in view of the present observations.

Dalitz plots - Correlations in a three-body decay are easily revealed in Dalitz plots of the squared invariant masses of particle pairs (M^2_{ij} ). FSI and resonances lead to a nonuniform population of those plots within the kinematic boundary defined by energy-momentum conservation and the decay energy [42]. As our systems are created with a distribution of decay energies, it is convenient to normalize M^2_{ij} between 0 and 1 (m^2_{ij} ) [30], so that all events can be displayed within the same boundary, independently of E_d. The simulations shown in Figs. 2(a–d) display various correlation patterns as a function of the fragment-n and n-n invariant masses, using a model that will be described below.

In the absence of any correlation beyond phase-space kinematics (a), the plot exhibits a relatively uniform population. If a fragment-n resonance were formed (b), leading to a sequential decay, a band appears at the corresponding value of m^2_{f n}, that depends on the resonance energy with respect to E_d (and at 1−m^2_{f n}, since m^2_{f n2} ≈ 1 − m^2_{f n1} ). The direct decay of a neutron pair induces a concentration of events at m^2_{nn} ≲ 0.5 (c), reflecting the attractive n-n interaction. If the two decay modes coexist (d), a crescent-shaped pattern with a dip at the center appears. Prior to comparing in detail with any model, we can already note that the experimental plot of panel (e) looks almost exclusively like a direct decay, while that of panel (f) displays a mixture of direct and sequential decays.

The projections of the experimental Dalitz plots are shown in Fig. 3 for the two systems and four E_d bins: 0–3.7, 3.7–5.3, 5.3–7.2 and 7.2–12 MeV (chosen in order to contain similar statistics). The phase-space uniform population of the Dalitz plot leads to bell-shaped projections (yellow histograms) with a maximum at about 0.5. They have been normalized to the data at m^2_{nn} >0.6, where no n-n correlations are observed. Clearly, the data deviate significantly from phase space. In particular, an increase towards m^2_{nn} =0 is noticeable in all panels, as already observed in Fig. 2(e,f). It is however much stronger in the 2n decay of^{18}C, which suggests stronger pairing correlations in this system.

Concerning the fragment-n channel, which should reveal the degree of sequentiality in the decay, the expected bands in the Dalitz plot of Fig. 2(b) correspond to ‘wings’ in the projection onto m^2_{f n}. Those are clearly observed at 0.1–0.3 and 0.7–0.9 in the three higher-energy bins

FIG. 2: Dalitz plots of fragment+n+n decays (fragment-n vs n-n normalized squared invariant masses). Left panels correspond to^{16}C+n+n, right panels to^{18}O+n+n. The four upper panels represent simulations of (a) phase space, (b) sequential decay through a fragment-n resonance, (c) direct decay with n-n FSI, and (d) a combination of the latter two. The lower panels (e,f) correspond to the experimental data for the decay energies noted.

of^{20}O. These wings and the increase of m^2_{nn} towards 0 suggest, as was noted above, that the sequential and direct decays are in competition. In order to determine the extent of this competition, we have used a phenomenological model that contains both components.

Correlation functions - The interaction effects within a pair of particles are, by definition, best displayed through the correlation function C. It represents the ratio of the measured two-particle distribution and the product of the independent single-particle ones, that those particles would exhibit without their mutual influence [43]. For most particle pairs the correlation signal, including the effects of FSI and, for identical particles, quantum statistics, manifests at low relative momenta q_{ij} = |⃗p_i − ⃗p_j | [44]. In the case of bosons, charged fermions or long time scales, the signal at zero relative momentum is weak, C(0) ≪ 2 [45–47]. For neutrons, however, the attractive FSI may lead to values as high as C(0)∼10–15 [43].

The experimental correlation functions C_{nn} of Fig. 4(a) have been constructed for^{18}C (blue dots) and

FIG. 3: Projection of the Dalitz plots defined in Fig. 2 onto either axes for the data of^{18}C^∗ (left) and^{20}O^∗ (right) decays. The rows correspond to the four E_d bins defined in the text, from lower (top) to higher (bottom). The yellow histograms represent phase space, normalized to the data at m^2_{nn} > 0.6. The red histograms are the projections of the best two-dimensional fit of the plots, with their direct (green) and sequential (purple, with percentage noted) decay components.

20O (red dots) from the ratio of the measured relative momentum distribution q_{nn}, that contains the interaction effects, and the one obtained from phase space, that contains all other effects like kinematic constraints or the experimental filter. These two distributions are shown in Fig. 4(b) for the^{18}C case, where the effect of the n-n FSI at q_{nn} values below 100 MeV/c becomes even clearer. In order to guide the eye, the experimental C_{nn} have been fitted with two Gaussians. The correlation signal in^{18}C, C_{nn}(0)∼25, is huge, actually the largest ever observed.

In order to interpret this correlation strength, the authors of Ref. [44] propose a formulation that links C_{nn}(q_{nn}) to the size and lifetime of a Gaussian source emitting independent neutrons. When the source of particle pairs is large and/or the emission of the two particles proceeds through a long decay time, correlations are expected to be very weak. Within this formalism, the^{18}C data would suggest a small source and a very short decay

FIG. 4: (a) Two-neutron correlation functions from the three higher-energy bins of^{18}C^∗ (blue) and^{20}O^∗ (red) 2n decays. The solid lines are traced to guide the eye, while the dashed lines correspond to the fits of the experimental data from the breakup of^{14}Be (green) [30] and the neutron evaporation from^{44}Ca (black) [47]. (b) Numerator (measured relative momentum distribution, blue points) and denominator (phase space, yellow) of Cnn for the^{18} C^∗ case.

time, or a very weak contribution of the sequential decay, as was anticipated already in Fig. 2(e).

For comparison, we have added in Fig. 4(a) the correlation functions obtained for two significantly different systems. In one case (black dashed line), the source of neutron pairs was the compound nucleus formed in the collision^{18}O+^{26}Mg [47]. The best fit of the experimental C_{nn} was obtained for a sphere of R = 4.4 ± 0.3 fm and a lifetime of τ = 1100 ± 100 fm/c. For this moderately small source, the long decay time scale is responsible for shrinking the correlation to C_{nn}(0) ∼ 1.3, a signal about a factor 80 smaller than the one measured for^{18}C.

In the second case (green dashed line), the source was formed during the breakup of the two-neutron halo nucleus^{14}Be [30]. Direct pair emission (τ = 0) was invoked to account for the strong correlation measured, C_{nn}(0)∼15, at that time the largest ever observed. However, the relatively large size of the neutron pair in this halo nucleus, with a correlation signal described by a Gaussian source of r^{rms}_{nn} = 5.6 ± 1.0 fm, accounts for a reduction of about 40% with respect to^{18}C.

Decay model and results - In order to include the different correlations observed above phase space, we have used the model developed in Ref. [30]. This model does not include the microscopic structure of the initial state, and treats the effects of FSI and resonances on the fragment+2n phase-space decay phenomenologically (for a detailed discussion of its applicability, see Ref. [29]). In brief, the experimental decay energy distributions of Fig. 1 are used to generate events with ⃗p_f , ⃗p_{n1} , ⃗p_{n2} following either three-body phase space (direct decay), or twice the two-body phase space through a fragment-n resonance (sequential). In the latter case, a neutron and the fragment-n resonance are generated first, followed by the decay of the resonance. In both cases, the nn FSI is introduced via a probability P (q_{nn}) with the form of the n-n correlation function [44], that depends on the space-time parameters (r^{rms}_{nn} , τ) of a Gaussian twoneutron source.

In an attempt to reduce the parameters of the fit to a reasonable number, we consider that the sequential decay occurs through one fragment-n resonance of energy ⟨E_R⟩ and width ⟨Γ_R⟩, that can be seen as an average over individual resonances. In fact, even the fits of the higherenergy bins only require one low-energy resonance, of ⟨E_R⟩ ∼ 1.5 MeV, like in Fig. 2(b,d). The number of free parameters, r^{rms}_{nn} , τ, fraction of sequential decays, ⟨E_R⟩ and ⟨Γ_R⟩, are further reduced by equating the delay induced in the neutron emission with the lifetime of the fragment-n resonance, leading to τ = ℏc/⟨Γ_R⟩. This was demonstrated in Ref. [29] for the well-known^7He resonance, although in the present case the average over several resonance energies might lead to an effective delay that does not correspond well with the individual lifetimes.

The final momenta of the three generated particles are filtered to include all experimental effects (like energy resolution, angular acceptance, or cross-talk rejection). Then the different observables are reconstructed and subsequently fitted to the data in the two-dimensional Dalitz surface (Fig. 2), with a combination of direct and sequential decay modes. An example of the goodness of the two-dimensional fit is given in the comparison between panels (d) and (f), where both the n-n FSI and the wings of the sequential mode are accurately reproduced. Similar agreement is found for all the Dalitz plots (not shown here) as well as for their projections shown in Fig. 3, further validating the different hypotheses used.

Considering the average over the four energy bins, the fits denote a compact configuration in both systems, corresponding to a Gaussian source of r^{rms}_{nn} = 4.1 ± 0.4 fm for^{18}C and 4.3 ± 0.6 fm for^{20}O. Both values are in line with the one corresponding to independent neutrons in a liquid drop of A = 20 (4 fm). According to the fits, however, the stronger n-n signal in^{18}C is due to the neutron pair being emitted directly in 81±9% of the time, with a sequential branch only slightly apparent in the wings of the highest-energy bin. In contrast, 50±8% of the decays are sequential in^{20}O, with wings in m^2_{f n} that are visible in all bins, even in the lowest energy one in which they move towards m^2_{f n} = 0.5 to create an enhanced central contribution there.

Conclusions - High-energy nucleon knockout reactions have been used to populate unbound states in the N =12 18C and^{20}O isotones up to 15 MeV above their twoneutron emission thresholds. Their three-body decay was characterized by the combined determination of the momenta of the residual fragment and the two neutrons. The experimental fragment-n and n-n invariant masses have been compared to those obtained from a three-body decay model that takes into account direct and sequential decays, as well as final-state interactions.

The decay of the core+4n isotones^{18}C and^{21}O displays significantly different features. In the former, extremely strong correlations persist up to 12 MeV, which we propose to be caused by the large fraction (∼ 80%) of direct emission of correlated pairs with a relatively compact configuration. The decay of^{20}O exhibits much weaker correlations, with about 50% occurring through sequential processes. The clear contrast between these isotones is likely due to the way they are populated: the knockout of deeply-bound neutrons from^{21}O leaves two unpaired neutrons in^{20}O with a broken^{16}O core (in this way increasing the probability of sequential decay), while the knockout of deeply-bound protons from^{19}N leaves the neutron pairs and the^{14}C core unaffected.

The present study shows that the high-energy proton knockout reaction is a tool of choice for studying neutron correlations, be there of 2n or 4n origin, up to the neutron drip line. It is hoped that the present results will encourage theoretical calculations to interpret the present experimental observables on a more microscopic ground, similar to those employed in proton-rich systems [16, 17].

A. Chbihi, S. Galès, J.-P. Ebran and L. Sobotka, are greatly acknowledged for fruitful discussions. This work was supported by the German Federal Ministry for Education and Research (BMBF project 05P15RDFN1), and through the GSI-TU Darmstadt co-operation agreement. C.A. Bertulani acknowledges support by the U.S. DOE grants DE-FG02- 08ER41533 and the U.S. NSF Grant No. 1415656.

[1] Fifty years of Nuclear BCS, pairing in finite nuclei, eds.

R.A. Broglia and V. Zelevinsky, World Scientific, Singapore (2013).

[2] W. von Oertzen and A. Vitturi, Rep. Prog. Phys 64,1247 (2001).

[3] D. Montanari et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 113, 052501 (2014). [4] A.B. Migdal, Nucl. Phys. 13 655 (1959).

[5] B.R. Mottelson, Nobel Lecture: Elementary Modes of Excitation in the Nucleus, December 11, 1975, from Nobel Lectures, Physics 1971-1980, Ed. S. Lundqvist, World Scienfic, Singapore (1992).

[6] K. Hagino, H. Sagawa, J. Carbonell and P. Schuck, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 99, 022506 (2007).

[7] K. Hagino, N. Takahashi and H. Sagawa, Phys. Rev. C

77, 054317 (2008).

[8] J. Bardeen, L. N. Cooper and J. R. Schrieffer, Phys. Rev.

106, 162 (1957), 108, 1175 (1957). [9] F. London, Nature 141, 643 (1938).

[10] B. Blank and M. Ploszajczak, Rep. Prog. Phys. 71, 046301 (2008).

[11] M. Pfutzner et al., Rev. Mod. Phys. 84, 567 (2012). [12] B. Blank et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 84, 1116 (2000). [13] J. Giovinazzo et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 99, 102501 (2007). [14] K. Miemik et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 99, 192501 (2007). [15] P. Ascher et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 107, 102502 (2011). [16] L.V. Grigorenko et al., Phys. Lett. B 677, 30 (2009). [17] I.A. Egorova et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 109, 202502 (2012). [18] A. Azhari, R. A. Kryger and M. Thoennessen, Phys. Rev.

C 58, 2568 (1998).

[19] M.F. Jager et al., Phys. Rev. C 86, 011304(R) (2012). [20] F. Wamers et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 112, 132502 (2014). [21] I. Mukha et al., Phys. Rev. C 77, 061303(R) (2008). [22] K.W. Brown et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 113, 232501 (2014). [23] H.T. Johansson et al., Nucl. Phys. A 847, 66 (2010). [24] Z. Kohley et al., Phys. Rev. C 87, 011304 (2013). [25] A. Spyrou et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 108, 102501 (2012). [26] E. Lunderberg et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 108, 142503 (2012).

[27] C. Caesar et al., Phys. Rev. C 88, 034313 (2013). [28] Y. Kondo et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, 102503 (2016). [29] B. Laurent et al., arXiv:1801.01333.

[30] F.M. Marqués et al., Phys. Rev. C 64, 061301(R) (2001). [31] Y. Aksyutina et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 111, 242501 (2013). [32] C.R. Hoffman et al., Phys. Rev. C 83, 031303 (R) (2011). [33] M.D. Jones et al., Phys. Rev. C 92, 051306 (R) (2015). [34] F.M. Marqués et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 109, 239201 (2012).

[35] F.M. Marqués et al., Phys. Rev. C 65, 044006 (2002). [36] K. Kisamori et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, 052501 (2016). [37] H. Geissel et al., Nucl. Instr. and Meth. B 70, 286 (1992). [38] T. Aumann, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 59, 3 (2007). [39] V. Metag et al., in Detectors in Heavy-Ion Reactions, Lecture Notes in Physics, Berlin Springer Verlag, Vol. 178, edited by W. von Oertzen (1983) pp. 163–178.

[40] T. Blaich et al., Nucl. Instr. and Meth. A 314, 136 (1992). [41] T. Aumann, C. A. Bertulani and J. Ryckebusch, Phys.

Rev. C 88, 064610 (2013).

[42] See, for example, D.H. Perkins, Introduction to High Energy Physics (Addison-Wesley, 3rd edition, New York, 1987), p. 122.

[43] F.M. Marqués et al., Phys. Lett. B 476, 219 (2000). [44] R. Lednicky and V.L. Lyuboshits, Sov. J. Nucl. Phys. 35, 770 (1982).

[45] D.H. Boal, C.K. Gelbke, B.K. Jennings, Rev. Mod. Phys.

62, 553 (1990).

[46] F.M. Marqués et al., Phys. Rep. 284, 91 (1997). [47] N. Colonna et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 75, 4190 (1995).