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Calculations of Branching Ratios for Radiative-Capture, One-Proton, and Two-Neutron Channels
in the Fusion Reaction 2°°Bi+°Zn
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Yukawa Institute for Theoretical Physics, Kyoto Univetrdityoto 606-8502, Japan
LJapan Atomic Energy Agency, Tokai-mura, Naka-gun, IbaBaRi1195, Japan

We discuss the possibility of the non-one-neutron emisslamnnels in the cold fusion reacti?zn
+ 209Bj to produce the elemer# = 113. For this purpose, we calculate the evaporation-resalass
sections of one-proton, radiative-capture, and two-eugmissions relative to the one-neutron emission
in the reactior’°Zn + 2°°Bi. To estimate the upper bounds of those quantities, we wargel parameters
in the calculations, such as the level-density parametitta height of the fission barrier. We conclude
that the highest possibility is for the 2n reaction chanaet] its upper bounds are 2.4% and at most less
than 7.9% with unrealistic parameter values, under theaaetxperimental conditions of [J. Phys. Soc.
Jpn.73 (2004) 2593].
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1. Introduction ing possibilities:(i) radiative capture process (zero-neutron
evaporation channel) leading to the nucletd®113, (i) two-

Heavy-ion fusion reactions provide a powerful tool for syn X ,
neutron evaporation channel leading to the nuclé(f413,

thesizing superheavy elements (SHE) To verify that a new i .
element has been created in such reactions, it is necessarffd (iii) one-proton evaporation channel leading to the nu-

identify which evaporation residue is formed when the ex¢!€US 278112. We will quantitatively estimate the probabil-
cited fusion product, in competition with nuclear fissios, i 'ty Of these decay channels by calculating the evaporation-

de-excited by particle or gamma-ray emissions to a certaffSidue (ER) cross section.
stable state. In this paper, we focus on the experiment per-FOr SUch estimations, it is flicult to calculate the non-
formed by Moritaet al. to produce the element 188 The 1n reaction using the Monte-Carlo simulation for the de-
reaction channel of this experiment for the observed two afXCitation process because of its extrerPer_ low suryn_xaleJr
pha chains was assigned as the one-neutron (1n) evaporafgiity- N th|s6r7e;spe_ct, we employ the “fusion-byfitision
channel. We investigate here the sensitivity of this asegm (FBD) model> " which consists of simple analytic expres-
to different model assumptions. sions and is well optimized for various cold fusion reacsion
The synthesized elements can be identified by measurif{f €xtend it to the non-1n reaction. Ondfiduilty in the esti-
the alpha-decay chains to known nuclei. However, this is ngiation is that the de-excitation process is very sensititbe

always straightforward in the case of odd-odd evaporatifvel-density parameter and the height of the fission barrie
Tq reduce these uncertainties, we estimate worst-casarscen

residues, such as those in the experiments cited in refs, " . .
and 4. In such alpha-decay chains, one can expect not OI1]q>51;forrelat|ve probabilities by varying substantialletievel-

ground-state-to-ground-state alpha decay but also tioview déensity parameter and the heig.ht of the f.ission barrier. Wg
ment of excited states. Therefore, it isfdiult to compare demonstrate below that the assignment given to the experi-
directly the observed alpha-decay energy and lifetime witfi€nt cited inref. 3is highly probable.

the measured values of known products in the decay chain, ' NiS Paper is organized as follows: §2, we describe de-
tails of models and parameters for numerical calculatioms.

Uncertainties coming from experimental conditions mag als g -
lead to dificulties in identifications. Moritat al. have re- $3» We show the calculated results and discuss the prolyabilit

cently performed an experiment on the formation of the ni2f the radiative capture, two-neutron evaporation, and-one
cleus?®®Bh 5 which is the grand-grand daughter of the nuProton evaporation channels. Finally, we summariz&dithe

cleus?78113, and observed its decay modes. From the corfonfidence level with which the evaporation residues of the
parison of the alpha-decay chain®f8h with that 0f278113, experzigr;ents cited in refs. 3 and 4 can be assigned to the nu-
they further confirmed the 1n reaction channel assignment.¢leus”"113.

In addition to these experimental studies, it is desirable t,
calculate the confidence level with which other reactiomeha ) )
nels can be excluded from the reaction mechanism consideraln this study, all calc_ulat|o6n7s are based on the (FBD) model
tion. We therefore calculate the probabilities of the cotimge  PrOP0sed bySwigteckiet al.™ Vand its straightforward ex-
reaction channels relative to the 1n channel in standa thd€nSions, because their model and parameters have been well
retical models. Although the calculation is performed doly  ©Ptimized for various coldiusmn reactions and reproduce
this special example, this approach can be applied to ary otfiell the experimental data!¥ The evaporation residue (ER)
experiments for the SHE production based on cold fusion r&0SS SECtioner is given by
actions, @fering a simple and practical estimator. OER = 0cap” Paitr - Wauys (1)

In practice, for the synthesis of the nuclé{® 13 using the
209Bj(79zn, n) reactior?) Morita et al. excluded the follow-

Model and Input Parameters
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Table I. Fission barrier heightﬁ_f obtained from ref. 2_3 and one- = 32 B I : I 2°I8Pb+64Ni I 22 ]
neutron and one-proton separation ener@gs and Sy estimated with & " -
FRDM9519) s 25 R .
Nucide B (MeV) Si(MeV) S, (MeV) S 20 | .
279113 6.12 7.37 0.48 0 15 [ h
278113 6.06 6.32 2
277113 6.31 7.59 s 10 ]
278112 5.99 7.14 o 5 | ]
0 } . . } . }
_/8\_ 5 - ZOQBi+64Ni R 273111 —
whereocapis the capture cross sectidPyig is the probability = r
that two touching nuclei can reach the compound state, whic§ AT ]
is descried as “diusion” driven by thermal fluctuations of & 3 —
collective degrees of freedoms, aWd,,, is the survival prob- § s L |
ability of the excited compound nucleus. G
One characteristic feature of this model is that thef Ir 7]
neutron decay width is calculated with the “transition 0 | —
state” method;'>*") rather than the traditional “detailed- z | [ wopp 4 Tz L 00

balance” method® They showed that the neutron evapora-=
tion width evaluated by the detailed-balance method wi¢h thg  0-8 |
temperature-dependent shell correction energy is inctiyre
suppressed near the fission thresHéld\Ve apply the transi-
tion state method to the proton evaporation channel as well.5 L
For the nuclear mass, the finite-range droplet modef; 0.2
(FRDM95)®) and the Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov model ol 2 .y
(HFB02Y? have been recommended in the reference ing
put parameter library (RIPL-2Y In the FBD model, the
Thomas-Fermi model developed by Myers aSWi@tecki
(MS96¢? was used. Among those models, we choses 004
FRDM95 as the main model in this work, because not onlys
the mass excess but also the shell correction energies and @1 0.02 -
fission barrier heights are consistently provided. Althoug o
use the parameters optimized for FRDM95 in all calculations
we investigate the worst-case scenario at thfeedint exci- 0
tation energies estimated with the three mass models, which E" (MeV)
also causes uncertainty in this study, as will be discussed i

§2.1. . . ! i i

. . Fig. 1. (Color online) Evaporation residue cross sectianstlie 1n re-
_ We calculate the |eYe|'den5|ty parametawlth €q. (A10) action channel in various cold fusion reactions calculatétth the FBD
in ref. 7. The uncertainty of the level density with the shell model. The solid and dashed lines respectively indicatedhmilated re-

correction energy of FRDM95 was extensively investigamd i sults with and without the correction due to the target théds. The solid
a previous study cited in ref. 21. In RIPL-2. it was shown that circle indicates the experimental data obtained from 25s28.
the expected uncertainty for an unknown level-densityipara

eter is about £%. We thus vary the asymptotic level-density ) . .
parameter by up to 10% (see also Fig. 6.4 in ref. 21). culations in ref. 7, we need to fine-tune the neck parameter

We use the height of the fission barrier tabulated in ref. 28 Which is only one adjustable parameter in the FBD model.
and the one-neutron and one-proton separation energies ¢if €hooses = 2.1 fm in order to fit the experimental data
culated with FRDMO5. The values used in the calculation af@" the cold fusion reactions performed by RIKEN and obtain
tabulated in Table I. We also analyze the neutron separatigf Overall fit for the experimental data, as shown in Fig. 1.
energies calculated with the other two models and obser{/&the figure, the solid and dashed lines respectively indica
a small diference. For the uncertainty of the fission barrief€ calculated results of the ER cross section with and witho
height, the root-mean square deviation of the calculated ri'® target correction due to the target thickness undemhctu
sults from the experimental data is shown to be 0.99 MeV igxPerimental conditions (as will be discussed§ih7). For
refs. 23 and 24; thus, we increase or decrease the heigfe of ffpmparison with the non-1n reaction channels, we fix all pa-
fission barrier by:1 MeV. We also simultaneously increase of@meters for the 1n reaction channel.
decrease the shell correction energy, because the fission ba o )
rier in the superheavy-mass region is mainly due to the shéil Range of excitation energies o
correction energy at the ground state. One large uncertainty in estimations of the excitation en-

For calculations oPg;r, we estimate the temperature at thee"dy of a formed compound nucleus is due to largkedences
saddle point with the fission barrier heights given in Table P€tween various mass models. For comparison, we calculate

Al the other calculations are the same as those in ref. 7. Bg)lge gxci7t()ation energies of the compound nuck(s13 in the
cause the fission barrier heightsfdi from the original cal- < Bi + "Zn reaction with FRDM95, MS96, and HFB02. For
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the mass excesses ¥PBi and "°Zn, we use the experimen- where we consider the values of the widitand the resonance
tal masses obtained from Audi2083 Since the experimen- energyE, calculated using the droplet modél:T = 5 MeV
tal incident beam energy is 261.4 MeV, the resultant excit@andEg is given by

tion energies are 15.76, 14.11 and 13.61 MeV for FRDM95, B ~1/3 ~1/3y-1/2

MS96, and HFBO02, respectively. Note that in the experiment, Bo = 16723A77(1.959+ 14074A7T) " MeV. (7)
the uncertainty of the incident beam energies2sMeV due

to the target thicknes8.We thus vary the excitation energiesz'A\'N Surlv|v;';1l prort])abmty .forlone—srcl;?n imlszmnl .
in the range from 11.61to 17.76 MeV in this study. e caicu ate the surviva proba llity for the 1n reac_tlon
with the FBD model and extend it to the 1p and 2n reactions.

In ref. 7, the survival probability for the 1n reactidNéﬁC), is
aexpressed as the product of the probability for the onernaut
é(‘/aporation and the survival probability against the sdeon
chance fission or the second-chance neutron emiQNBH‘f),

D [UBYe o such that we extend it to the survival probability for the 1p
o= j; pe(UT=Bp=Ve—e)de, (2 reactionWi®), given by

WhereBp is the binding energy Qf an evgporated proMnl_s W(1p)(E*) _ I'p(EY) \N(an)(E*) 8)
the height of the Coulomb barrier, apd is the level density suv Frot(E*) ’

for the final_ state. The symbal* is the dfective exc.itation wherel'ro is the total decay width defined o, = [+ Tt +
energy, which is defined by* = E* — A, whereE" is the ' '\ - gy assuming a standard proton evaporation spectrum

excitation energy and is the pairing energy normalized to proportional tdk exp(—k/T), wherek is the neutron kinetic en-

zero for odd-odd nuclei as given explicitly in APPENDIX B o o T s the temperature of the transition state for proton
of ref. 7. The symboD is 1/pi, wherep, is the level density 1 iccion W@ is given by
MV

for the initial state.
In the calculation, the height of the Coulomb barrigs, W _ {(1 +K)Yexp¥) K=o,

2.2 Proton decay width
We extend the transition state method to the proton dec
The particle decay width is then given as

(9)

has a large uncertainty, due to théidulty in its direct mea- 1 K <0,
surement. In the standard statical modglis estimated from

the fusion barrier of its inverse reaction. The empiricaiém WhereK = U* — B, — V¢ — Ei andEy is the threshold en-
barrierBys is often taken &9 ergy for the second-chance fission or second-chance neutron

1442 - 1) emission whichever is lower.

- . 3)
118(A-1)"°+3.928 2.5 Survival probability for two-neutron emission

However, Moretto pointed out that, in a heavy-mass system, For the 2n reaction, we assume that the survival probabil-
the height of the Coulomb barrier for a proton emission ity is given by the product OFS}“)/F(TlOT) for the first neutron

of many protons!) and Parkeet al. proposed a new empir- and the survival probability against the third-chancedissir

ical formula extracted from the experimental systemafits, neutron emission. Since the second neutron evaporatich wid
given by Brs = 0.106Z — 0.90. For the nucleu$”113, the gepends on the kinetic energy of the first emitted neutron, we
heights of the Coulomb barriers are 13.87 and 11.08 MeV fgjpproximate the probability of the second neutron emission

the standard and new empirical formulas, respectivelfii t sing the ensemble average in the first neutron emission spec

paper, we us¥. = 11.08 MeV to discuss the worst-case scetym, WY is thus given as

BfLIS

nario. - on
o In(EY) [TH(E*-Bn—¢€ .
2.3 y-Ray decay width WER(E") ~ F?ln)EE*; <I“?2”)EE* Bn ;Wisrd)(E - Bn— 6)> ,
' ) Tot Tot ~Bn—¢€
For the gamma-decay width, we obtain equations and their ° ° (10)

parameters from ref. 33; however, for simplicity, we ignore an) 2n)
the angular-momentum dependence and consider only the E1 I "(E") I'n (E" - Bh— <€ >)\N(3rd)(E* B <e3)

~

transition. The gamma-decay width is thus given by T9E) T@YE - B- < € >)
U (12)
r =hf w, (U”, g,)de,, 4)

7 o [ wherevvfrd) is the probability for the third-chance fission or
where the transition probabilitw, for the E1 gamma-ray nheutron emission, such as that given in egs. 8 and 9; >
emission is given by is the ensemble average, aads the kinetic energy of the

1pe(U" =€) second emitted neutron. The quantity > can be obtained
w,(U%€) = ﬁpF(—U)’ef fea(e,). (5) as< e >= 2T, assuming the Boltzman distribution for the
pr(U*

neutron evaporation spectrum.
The functionfg; is the gamma-strength function. Following
ref. 33, fe1 was chosen as the following Lorentzian function:2.6  Survival probability for radiative-capture reaction

NZ el In an analogy with the calculation of the 1n reaction,
l_ 14 6 . age On) . .

A —(E2 "2t ar?’ (6)  we calculate the survival probability for the radiative-

0 Y capture reaction as the product of the probability of gamma

emission and survival probability against the second-cean

fg, = 3.31x 10°°MeV-
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Fig. 2. (Color online) Evaporation residue cross sectimrsohe-proton Fig. 3. (Color online) Evaporation residue cross sectiamgte radiative-

and one-neutron emissions versus excitation energy farahgound nu- capture and one-neutron emission channels versus esuitatiergies of
cleus?7°113. The solid and dashed lines respectively indicate thmica  the compound nuclei®€®113. The solid and dashed lines respectively in-
lated results for the 1n and 1p reaction channels with thedsta level- dicate the calculated results for the 1n and On reactionrefanvith stan-
density parameter and fission barrier height. The dottedsirows the cal- dard parameters. The dotted line shows the results ayitk 1.1 and a
culated result of the 1p reaction channel for the worst-sas@ario with decrease in fission barrier height. The arrows and the gregy are the
apx1.1. The dark-gray, black, and gray arrows indicate the etkaitaener- same as those in Fig. 1.

gies corresponding to the experimental incident energiesitated using
FRDM95, MS06, and HFBO02, respectively. The light-gray adeaotes

the incident-energy distribution for the worst-case sdena . L
9 Figure 2 shows the calculated result versus excitationggner

for the nucleusg’113. The solid and dashed lines indicate
fission or neutron emission after a gamma-ray emissiof|. results for the 1n and 1p reaction channels with the stan-
Won given by ard !evel—densny parameter and fission barrier h§|ght, re
< spectively. For the standard parameter set, the excitatien
Wé?,c)(E*) _ I, (EY) W(On)(E*)_ (12) ergy of the worst-case scenario is estimated to be 17.76 MeV
Ito(E*) with FRDM95, and the resultai;, ., andE;, are 19.76 and

We can calculatéNiO“) with the probability below the fission 15.76 MeV, respectively. The incident-energy distribntie

o denoted by the light-gray area in the figure. In this case, we
or neutron emission threshold energy after a gamma-rayemi ) .
. . on) ; etermine the expected value of the 1p reaction channel rel-
sion using the gamma-ray spectrum of eq! is thus

ative to the 1n reaction channé{*?1" to be 851 x 1074,

given by which is a negligibly small probability for one-proton ewap
U X
w, (U*, €,)de ration.
V\/ion) = M (13) To determine the uncertainty originating from the level-
fo w, (U*, €,)de, density parameter and fission barrier height, we calcui%ﬁé

; P : oo
whereEq, is the threshold energy for the second-chance fidith @ x 1.1 and a decrease in fission barrier height’é112 ,
sion or neutron evaporation, whichever is lower. by 1 MeV (We also change consistently the shell correction

energy at the ground state). The calculated results are indi
2.7 Expected value relative to 1n reaction channel cated by the dotted line in Fig. 2. Even in this case, the ex-

To discuss the possibility of the non-1n reaction chann@eaed value of one-proton emission relative to one-nautro

et Ve - ) . :
under actual experimental conditions, we calculate the egmission1s Ie_ss t.harr]lgﬂx 1? :Jhe bralllnchmg ratio of one
pected value relative to the 1n reaction channel, taking inPoton emissionis thus negligibly small.

account the Bect of the target thickness, given by 3.2 Probability for radiative-capture channel

fE'fr_”ax oer(E")dE" Here, we discuss the probability of the radiative-capture
= — (14) and 1n reaction channels. We caIcuIa@,Q) and compare it
with o-(EOQ). Figure 3 shows the calculated result. The solid and
ashed lines indicate the calculated results for the 1n and 0
reaction channels with the standard level-density pam@met
gnd the fission barrier height, respectively. The excite¢io-
ergy in the worst-case scenario is estimated to be 13.61 MeV
with HFB02, and the resultarif.x and Enin are 15.61 and
11.61 MeV, respectively. For this case, the expected vaiue o
3. Result and Discussion the On reaction channel relative to the 1n reaction channel,

on/1n) 4
3.1 Probability for one-proton evaporation channel POV, is 5_14X 107 )
To discuss the probability for theplchannel relative to . Ve also increase the level-density parameter by 10% to es-

the 1n channel, we calculattx{c_lg) and compare it withr(Elg). timate the worst-case scenario. For the radiative-captire

e oERE)dE?
whereEy,,, andE;. are the upper and lower bounds of th
incident-energy distribution due to the target thickness,
spectively. One advantage of this equation is that we can p
tially reduce the fiects of uncertainties iorcap and Pgig de-
fined in eq. 1.
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higher than or comparable to that of the 2n reactidfor this

radiative-capture, and 2n reaction channels. For the atdnd
parameter set, we obtai"°™ 11" = 2 55x 1072, indicating

that the dominant component of the non-1n channels is the 2n
evaporation channel.

For the worst-case scenario, we simultaneously use all the
parameter sets for each channel discussed in the previous
sections. Although we independently change the model pa-
Fig. 4. (Color online) Evaporation residue cross sectiandffe 2nand 1n  rameters for each channel in discussing the worst-case sce-

reactions versus excitation energy of the compound nu@€li43. The nario, their éfects on the other channels are very small, be-

solid and dashec_i lines respecti\{ely indicate the caladilegsults for _the cause we only change the parameters for tiidint resid-

1n and 2n reaction channels with standard parameters. ®ieddine 2 ) )

shows the result obtained with the level-density parammter1.1 for the U@l compound nuclei at the final state and fix those for the

2n reaction and a decrease in fission barrier height by 1 Me¥ giso  1n evaporation channel in order to reproduce the experimen-

change the corresponding shell correction energy at thengrstate). The  tal data. With all the parameters for the worst-case scenari

arrows and the light-gray area are the same as those in Fig. 1. we calculate the expected values at the excitation energies
estimated with FRDM95 and obtalP'1") = 4.97 x 1073,

: : . ~ POVIM = 994 x 104, andP@VIM = 7.92x 1072 The to-
action, we do not change the height of the fission barrier @f; hon-1n branching ratio is the®f"™1v1n = 851 x 102

279113 for the calculation of the second-chance fission, beghich is still a fairly small probability.
cause such changefiect the calculated result for the 1n re-
action channel. The calculated resultis indicated by thieedo 4. Conclusions

line in the figurse. For this worst-case scenan@:n/lf) isless  \we have discussed the possibilities of proton emission,
than 170x 107, which is so small that the radiative-capture 5 gjative-capture, and two-neutron emission channelsén t

20 b

. — 11506 21153 1 caseP@VIM = 7.91x 1072, which is still a fairly small prob-
g 120t HFB02 1 ability for the 2n reaction despite such unrealistic parme
E 100 in j  values.
B E i 2n (Standard) —---- ]
» 80 i 2n(Worstcase) - E 3.4 Probability for total non-1n evaporation channel
§ 60 [ o 3 Finally, we calculate the total non-1n branching ratio,
8) 40 - 1 Po-1vin ysing the sum of the probabilities for the proton,
x - 3
w F 4

0 10 20 30 40
E” (MeV)

a
o

channel can be excluded. de-excitation of the compound nucle#®113 produced in
N _ the 2°°Bi + 7°Zn reaction reported in ref. 3. To this end, we
3.3  Probability for two-neutron evaporation channel extend the FBD model to those channels. We vary the ratio of
To study the probability for the two-neutron evaporatioRhe |evel-density parameter to the height of the fissioni®arr

2 ; i S : :
channel, we CaICUIatE(EF?.)' To estimate the level-density pa-to determine its iect on calculations and determine the upper
rameter at the saddle point, we use the elongation of thermajghnds of those channels.
semi axis at the saddle configuration relative to the sphkric To discuss the branching ratio, we calculate the expected
shape, which is 2.5 fm, the recommended value for the dgajue of the other reaction channel relative to the 1n reacti
formed nucleus at the ground state in ref. 7. We also det&hannel under actual experimental conditions. For the one-
mine the sensitivity of the calculation to this parametet anproton emission channel, we obt&f?/1" = 8.51x 104 and

observe that it is neglzir%ibly small. at most 497x 1073, indicating that the probability of the one-

We first calculaterty’ with the standard parameter set anghroton emission channel can be ignored. For the radiative-
show the results in Fig. 4. The solid and dashed lines respgGpture channel, we obtal®®V1" = 514 x 104 and at
tively indicate the calculated results for the 1nand 2ntieac  most 170 x 10-3. We thus consider that the possibility of

channels with standard parameters. In the figure, we see tiyg radiative-capture channel can be excluded. For the two-
the probability of the 2n reaction cannot be excluded onty foheytron emission channel, we obt&fV") = 2.44 x 1072

the excitation energy estimated with FRDM95. The other tWgnd at most 1 x 102, which is a fairly small probability

estimations are well below the threshold energy for the 2n rgiespite the unrealistic parameter values. For the totallmon
action, even if we take into account thffeet of the target pranching ratio, we obtaiR"1v1n = 255 102 and at

thickness. The expected value of the 2n reaction chanrel refnost 851x 10-2. We conclude that the 2n reaction is the main

tive to the 1n reaction chann@&@V1", is 244x107?; thus, we  pranch in the non-1n reaction channels.

can safely neglect the possibility of the 2n reaction chénne  For the estimations of the worst-case scenario, the most
We next discuss the uncertainty originating from the levekensitive parameter is the nuclear mass. The development of

density parameter and the fission barrier height. We inereag mass model would largely improve the determination of the

an for the 2n reaction channel by 10% and decrease the heigiftimum bombarding energy in synthesizing new elements.
of the fission barrier 0f’7113 and the shell correction energy

by 1 MeV. The calculated result is indicated by the dottedcknowledgments

line in Fig. 4. In the figure, we can see an unrealistic enhance e dedicated this paper to the memory of Wiadek
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