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Coherence dynamics in low-energy nuclear fusion
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Abstract

Low-energy nuclear fusion reactions have been described using a dynami-
cal coupled-channels density matrix method, based on the theory of open
quantum systems. For the first time, this has been combined with an en-
ergy projection method, permitting the calculation of energy resolved fusion
probabilities. The results are benchmarked against calculations using sta-
tionary Schrödinger dynamics and show excellent agreement. Calculations
of entropy, energy dissipation and coherence were conducted, demonstrating
the capability of this method. It is evident that the presence of quantum
decoherence does not affect fusion probability. This framework provides a
basis for quantum thermodynamic studies using thermal environments.
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1. Introduction

In stars, nuclear fusion takes place within a plasma — a hot ionised gas where
atoms are stripped apart into electrons and positively charged nuclei. For
fusion to occur, the Coulomb barrier between a projectile and target must
be overcome or tunnelled through. The Coulomb barrier is formed from the
action of two opposite nucleus-nucleus interactions: the short-range, attrac-
tive nuclear interaction and the long-range, repulsive Coulomb interaction.
There is scarse literature detailing how stellar plasmas affect nuclear fusion
reactions, apart from studies on plasma screening [1]. Interactions on the
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boundary of nuclear and atomic physics are theorised to excite the atomic
nucleus, and in a dense plasma environment, these excitations may impact
fusion reaction rates [2, 3, 4]. We present a method for describing low-energy
nuclear fusion of heavy ions, with the capability to include effects from envi-
ronments that influence these fusion reactions.
The coupled-channels model is combined with an open quantum systems
approach to model nuclear fusion. An open quantum system involves an
environment that interacts with the quantum system of interest (or reduced
system) [5]. This is necessary to describe physical systems, and it is of great
interest across disciplines [6] since the medium in which these systems evolve
is often neglected in calculations. In low-energy nuclear physics, the theory
of open quantum systems has been applied to understanding various dissipa-
tive quantum phenomena, such as deep-inelastic heavy-ion collisions [7] and
heavy-ion capture reactions [8]. For nuclear fusion reactions, the inclusion
of environments may lead to increased population of the intrinsic nuclear
excited states, loss of quantum coherence (decoherence) and energy dissipa-
tion, therefore affecting the fusion probability [9]. As a result of decoherence
and dissipation to an environment, we cannot work with pure states and
instead we use mixed states. These require the use of a density matrix, in-
stead of a wavefunction, to propagate the dynamics in time. To do this, we
use a coupled-channels density matrix (CCDM) approach based on the Lind-
blad master equation [10]. The CCDM approach was introduced in chemical
physics [11] and was later adapted to the field of nuclear physics, where it
was used to investigate dissipative quantum dynamics in nuclear collisions
[12, 13].
A key feature of this work is the ability to compare our dynamical (time-
dependent) CCDM technique with stationary (time-independent) methods,
such as the model implemented in the CCFULL code [14], which uses the
time-independent Schrödinger equation (TISE). We do this by using the win-
dow operator [15] as an energy spectral decomposition method to calculate
energy-resolved fusion probabilities. This has been used in literature on
wavefunctions [16, 17, 18], but for the first time, we have applied the window
operator to a final (asymptotic) density matrix. We also present pioneer-
ing work on the dynamics of quantum coherence and entropy production in
nuclear fusion, as the CCDM approach allows us to study these important
concepts of the emerging field of quantum thermodynamics [19].
For the sake of simplicity and as a test case, we currently consider only a
single internal vibrational excitation mode of the 144Sm target that interacts
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with an inert 16O projectile. This is the test reaction in the CCFULL code
[14]. This paper serves as a proof of concept for the novel CCDM technique
and the preliminary results provide a benchmark for this approach compared
to the standard, time-independent coupled-channels method [20, 21].

2. Theoretical framework

In the present model calculations, there is a projectile nucleus (16O) and
a target nucleus (144Sm) that are initially separated at a large distance so
that virtually no interactions between them are present (due to nuclear and
Coulombic effects) and they reside in their ground states. The collision de-
scribed is central and it is assumed that there is no change in orbital angular
momentum (L = 0). A “fusion” environment is used for describing dissipa-
tion out of the two-body direct nuclear reaction (reduced system).

2.1. Reduced-system Hamiltonian, fusion environment and initial density

matrix

The reduced-system Hamiltonian in the overall centre-of-mass reference frame,
ĤS, is the same as the Hamiltonian implemented in the CCFULL code, and
realistic parameters of the model can be found in Ref. [14]:

ĤS = T̂ (r) + Û(r) + ĥ(ξ) + V̂ (r, ξ), (1)

where T̂ (r) and Û(r) are the kinetic energy operator and the monopole, total
real interaction potential (nuclear + Coulomb parts) between the two nuclei
in their ground states, respectively. ĥ(ξ) is the intrinsic Hamiltonian of the
nuclei, whose eigenstates and eigenenergies are |α〉 and eα, respectively. The
total real coupling potential, V̂ (r, ξ), determines how the radial motion affects
the population of the internal energy spectrum of the interacting nuclei. The
model values of U(r) and V (r, ξ) for the 16O + 144Sm collision are presented
in Fig. 1 to show the position and strength of these potentials. Plotting
V (r, ξ) shows the localisation of the coupling potential between the ground-
state and the 3− vibrational excited state (1.81 MeV) of 144Sm. This coupling
is negligible until a position near the Coulomb barrier is reached.
The fusion channel has often been treated using a short-range imaginary
potential in other coupled-channels fusion models, since it is not explicitly
included in those model calculations [22]. We include the fusion channel
in our calculations, and call it the fusion environment which represents the
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Figure 1: The potentials for the test collision 16O + 144Sm as a function of the internuclear
radius. The thick red solid line is the total, bare nucleus-nucleus potential U(r) and the
dashed line is the total coupling potential, V (r, ξ), between the ground-state and the 3−

vibrational excited state (1.81 MeV) of 144Sm. The thin black solid line is the decay
function Γ(r), which is a Fermi function that removes positional probability from the
reduced-system density matrix due to compound nucleus formation.

high energy-density compound-nucleus states. One can imagine that the
fusion environment acts like a detector, performing a continuous position
measurement, effectively measuring the distance between two nuclei within a
certain region of space where fusion takes place, causing loss of information
and increasing entropy production. In this dynamical theory, we extend
the Hilbert space of the system to include the fusion environment, which
is modelled by an auxiliary state. This idea was first introduced in Ref.
[23] to describe particle decay. The coupling of the reduced system to the
fusion environment is irreversible, and can be described by specific Lindblad
operators related to an imaginary potential, −iΓ(r) [24]. The Γ(r) function
in Fig. 1 determines the radial strength of the absorption to the fusion
environment. By recording the information that leaves the reduced system
with a fusion environment, we are able to quantify the irreversible effects on
the collision dynamics due to energy dissipation, entropy production and loss
of coherence.
To describe the initial radial motion of the nuclei, we have tested two differ-
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ent initial wave packets with the same Gaussian envelope but two different
boosts, B(k0r), namely a plane wave (e−ik0r) and an incoming Coulomb wave,
H−

L=0
(k0r) [25]:

ψ(r, r0, σ0, k0) = N−1 exp

[

−(r − r0)
2

2σ2

0

]

B(k0r), (2)

where N is a normalisation constant, r0 is the initial, central position of the
wave packet, r is a radial grid position, σ0 is the spatial dispersion, and k0
is the average wave number, which depends on the average incident energy
E0, r0 and σ0 and is found by solving E0 = 〈ψ| ĤS |ψ〉. Eq. (2) with a
plane-wave boost is a Gaussian wave packet, while this is a Coulomb wave
packet [26] when a Coulomb-wave boost is used. These wave packets were
used to construct the radial part of the initial density matrix.
The density matrix created from either of the wavefunctions above would be
correct if the target and projectile nuclei were to remain only in their ground
states. However, for every position on the radial grid, the target and/or
projectile could be in an excited state. Therefore the density operator is a
tensor and is formed from a mixed basis of states: the radial position and
the intrinsic energy states, |r〉 and |α〉, respectively:

ρ̂ =
∑

α,β,r,s

|r〉 |α〉 ρrsαβ(t) 〈β| 〈s| . (3)

In Eq. (3), the auxiliary state associated with the fusion environment is
also included. The density operator must be Hermitian and positive semi-
definite because the diagonal elements of the density matrix are the coef-
ficients ρrrαα(t), which have the physical meaning of probabilities. Initially,
when the nuclei are far apart, only the matrix elements of the density matrix
related to the ground state of the nuclei are nonzero:

ρrs
11
(t = 0) = |r〉 〈s| . (4)

2.2. Time propagation of the coupled-channels density matrix and the dy-

namics of quantum coherence

Inserting Eq. (3) into the Lindblad master equation for the density operator
and projecting this equation onto both the radial grid position and intrinsic
energy states, the equations of motion describing the time evolution of the
coupled-channels density matrix, ρrsαβ(t), are obtained [12, 13]. These are
separated into matrix elements for the reduced system:
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ρ̇rsαβ = − i

ℏ

[

ρrsαβ (eα − eβ) +

M
∑

t=1

(T rt ρtsαβ − ρrtαβ T
ts)

+ ρrsαβ (U
rr − Uss) +

N
∑

µ=1

(V rr
αµ ρ

rs
µβ − ρrsαµ V

ss
µβ)

]

+ δαβ

B
∑

ν=1

√

Γrr
αν ρ

rs
νν

√

Γss
αν −

1

2

B
∑

ν=1

(Γrr
να + Γss

νβ)ρ
rs
αβ , (5)

and matrix elements involving the auxiliary state(s):

ρ̇rskl = δkl

B
∑

ν=1

√

Γrr
kν ρ

rs
νν

√

Γss
kν −

1

2

B
∑

ν=1

(Γrr
νk + Γss

νl)ρ
rs
kl , (6)

where either k or l is equal to the index of any auxiliary state and Γrr
νν =

∑

µ6=ν Γ
rr
µν [13]. The auxiliary state in Eq. (6) allows one to store the informa-

tion transferred out of the reduced system. In the present model calculations,
Γrr
31

and Γrr
32

describe the irreversible coupling between the reduced system’s
states (denoted by 1 and 2) and the auxiliary state (denoted by 3). These ma-
trix elements are equal to the function Γ(r) in Fig. 1, whilst Γrr

21
= Γrr

12
= 0.

In Eq. (5), the coupling matrix V rr
αβ ≡ 〈α|V (r, ξ) |β〉. Eqs. (5) and (6) are

directly integrated using the Faber polynomial integrator [27] with the initial
condition given by Eq. (4) and a time step of 1× 10−22 s. The initial radial
centroid of the wave packet was r0 = 70 fm, and its typical spatial dispersion
was σ0 = 10 fm. The radial grid (r = 1.5–150 fm) was evenly spaced with
M = 1024 points. The number of energy states of the reduced system was
N = 2, and the total number of intrinsic energy states was B = 3.
The dynamics of quantum coherence in the reduced system can be described
by the time-dependent purity, P̄(t), and the von Neumann entropy, S(t), of
the reduced-system density matrix, ρS(t) ≡ {ρrsαβ(t)} from Eq. (5):

P̄(t) = Tr[ρ̄2S(t)], (7)

S(t) = −Tr {ρS(t) ln [ρS(t)]} = −
∑

j

ηj(t) ln [ηj(t)], (8)
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where ρ̄S(t) is the diagonal-removed reduced system density matrix [28, 29]
(i.e., ρ̄S(t) ≡ {ρrsαβ(t)} with ρrrαα(t) = 0), and ηj(t) are the eigenvalues of ρS(t)
[19]. Before using these equations, the trace of ρS(t) should be normalised
to unity. A constant value of purity indicates a completely pure (coherent)
state, showing that the interaction with the environment has not caused a
mixed state. Conversely, a decrease of purity over time indicates decoherence
caused by the effect of the environment.

2.3. Energy projection of the time-propagated density matrix for fusion prob-

ability calculations

We model the initial projectile-target radial motion as a wave packet con-
taining a distribution of energies, with average energy E0. To calculate the
fusion probability of the wave packet, the standard approach is to sum the
fusion probability contributions from all energies within the wave packet,
obtaining the total fusion probability for a fusion reaction. However, this
causes the loss of small probabilities from energies well-below the Coulomb
barrier, since the higher energies dominate the fusion probability. Therefore,
a method is needed to resolve the energies of the wave packet and calcu-
late energy-resolved fusion probabilities to fully understand these low-energy
contributions. To this end, we employ the window operator, ∆̂(Ek, n, ǫ) [15]:

∆̂(Ek, n, ǫ) =
ǫ2

n

(ĤS − Ek)2
n + ǫ2n

, (9)

where Ek is the incident energy of interest, ǫ is an energy resolution parameter
that determines the width of the energy window, and n is a parameter that
determines the shape of the energy window. For a large n, the window
function is increasingly rectangular.
The amount of probability of the reduced-system density matrix, ρS, in an
energy window of width 2ǫ around Ek is:

P(Ek, n, ǫ) = Tr
[

∆̂(Ek, n, ǫ) ρS
]

. (10)

By expanding Eq.(10) with n = 2, the successive linear equations to obtain
an energy-resolved density matrix, ρ′k, can be written as:

(ĤS−Ek+i
3

2 ǫ)(ĤS−Ek−i
3

2 ǫ)(ĤS−Ek+
√
iǫ)(ĤS−Ek−

√
iǫ)ρ′k = ǫ4 ρS, (11)

and Eq. (10) can be rewritten as:
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P(Ek, n = 2, ǫ) = Tr(ρ′k). (12)

Eqs. (11) and (12) have been used to calculate the fusion probability, Pfus,
for a range of below-barrier to above-barrier incident energies, Ek:

Pfus(Ek) = 1− Pfinal(Ek)

Pinitial(Ek)
, (13)

where ǫ was equal to 0.35 MeV. In Eq. (13), Pinitial and Pfinal refer to the
energy spectrum associated with the initial and final reduced-system density
matrices, respectively. Having applied the window operator, we can now
compare our results of Pfus from density matrix calculations with those from
TISE calculations.

3. Results
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Figure 2: Radial position probability as a function of internuclear radius and time for a
head-on collision of 16O + 144Sm with a mean energy of 60 MeV. The radial probability
decreases and increases for (a) the elastic and (b) inelastic channels respectively, as the
nuclei approach their Coulomb barrier (r ≈ 10 fm). For visualisation, when the mean
radius is larger than 20 fm, the time step is 3× 10−22 s.
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Figure 3: The dynamics of energy dissipation and quantum coherence in the collision
scenario shown in Fig. 2. (a) Energy loss (thick solid red line) and entropy production
(thin solid black line) increase as the nuclei approach their Coulomb barrier, and reach a
plateau when the nuclei re-separate. The dotted black line shows the average internuclear
radius of the reduced system. (b) The purity of the reduced-sytem density matrix decreases
(decoherence) when the nuclei are near the Coulomb barrier. There is coherence resurgence
(purity increases and entropy decreases) when the nuclei re-separate as the interaction
with the fusion environment diminishes. Asymptotically, the elastic and inelastic channels
evolve in a coherent superposition.

One useful feature of this method is the ability to follow the dynamics in time
and understand what is happening at each time step of the propagation. Fig.
2 shows the population of the radial grid basis states over time for an initial
Coulomb wave packet with an average energy E0 = 60 MeV. The change of
population of both the ground state and the 3− excited state of 144Sm due
to the radial coupling between these states can be observed.
Fig. 3 displays the dynamics of (i) energy dissipation (thick solid red line),
entropy production (thin solid black line) [panel (a)], and (ii) quantum co-
herence (solid line) [panel (b)] for the collision scenario shown in Fig. 2. The
energy loss is determined by the change of the average energy of the reduced
system relative to its initial value, i.e., E0 − Tr[ĤSρS(t)]. It is interesting
to observe that the transient, strong interaction of the reduced system with
the fusion environment makes the dynamics dissipative and decoherent (the
entropy increases and the purity of the reduced-system density matrix de-
creases). When the nuclei re-separate, there is a revival of quantum coherence
and, asymptotically, the elastic and inelastic channels move in a coherent su-
perposition. Does the transient decoherent phase of the collision affect the
fusion probability?
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Figure 4 shows the fusion probabilities calculated using optimal conditions
for the initial Gaussian and Coulomb wave packets for the test case collision
16O + 144Sm. The height of the Coulomb barrier between these two nuclei is
VB = 61.1 MeV. The Gaussian wave packet calculations clearly provide the
best results in terms of energy-resolved fusion probability at deep sub-barrier
energies (Ec.m./VB < 0.9), reaching an order of magnitude of 10−8 (purple
triangles). Having accurate values of fusion probability for low-energy fusion
reactions allow us to extend the scope of our calculations and will allow us
to validate interesting effects at these low fusion probability regions. This
could be the case when, for example, using a plasma environment.
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Figure 4: The energy resolved fusion probabilities from the CCDM method for different
initial wave packets for a head-on collision of 16O + 144Sm with various mean energies.
These probabilities are compared with those from CCFULL [14]. The CCFULL results
(red solid line) are reproduced by the CCDM method (symbols).

The Coulomb wave packets can still achieve values of ∼ 10−6 (green solid
squares), however the broadness of these wave packets in momentum space
allows a better global description of energy values below, near and above
the barrier (Ec.m./VB > 0.9), as also shown in Ref. [26]. This could be
useful as less computational time is needed if the lowest penetration values
are not so important. The physically meaningful values of the CCDM fusion
probability are the invariant values when the parameters of the initial wave
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packet are changed [16, 17, 18]. The probabilities that are out of this trend
are determined with a very small, initial weighting factor in the window
function and are numerically inaccurate.
The very good agreement between the CCDM and CCFULL fusion calcula-
tions demonstrates the reliability of the CCDM approach. Since CCFULL
does not include decoherence, these results indicate that the transient quan-
tum decoherence caused by the fusion environment localised in the nucleus-
nucleus potential pocket does not affect the fusion probability. Quantum
decoherence is a dynamical phenomenon [30] which cannot be described by
a static coupled-channels model such as CCFULL. Dynamical and static
coupled-channels calculations based on the Schrödinger equation provide the
same (asymptotic) observables, as shown in Ref. [26]. The same is expected
to happen using a semi-classical dynamical coupled-channels model [31] at
above-barrier incident energies. In such semi-classical calculations, without
complex potentials, the occupation probability of direct reaction channels os-
cillates in time at internuclear radii around the distance of minimal approach
(e.g., see Fig. 2 in Ref. [31]). These oscillations are due to the reversible
couplings among the reaction channels which have not yet achieved equi-
librium in their occupation probabilities. The reversible couplings do not
affect the coherent superposition of intrinsic energy states. In the present
work, the change of purity in Fig. 3(b) is caused by the effect of the irre-
versible coupling between the fusion environment and the reduced system.
Without the fusion environment, the dynamics of the CCDM model would
be Hamiltonian, preserving energy, entropy and the purity of the reduced
density matrix.

4. Conclusions

We have successfully shown that the CCDM approach can be used for de-
scribing low-energy nuclear fusion reactions. The window operator has been
applied to a density matrix for energy resolving purposes, which in this case,
is crucial for validating the treatment of fusion using the CCDM method. It
is shown that the CCDM and TISE calculations of fusion are in very good
agreement with each other. Unexpectedly, the transient decoherence within
the fusion pocket does not affect the fusion probability [9]. The CCDM ap-
proach has the advantage of allowing us to study quantities throughout the
time propagation of the density matrix, such as coherence dynamics, energy
dissipation and entropy production. Most importantly, we have built a foun-
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dation for the study of environmental effects on a fusion reaction, via the
open quantum systems methodology. The next step is to introduce a physi-
cal, plasma environment which is present in all stellar fusion reactions. This
will be implemented in a similar manner as the fusion environment, using
specifically chosen Lindblad operators. Achieving accurate fusion probabili-
ties well-below the Coulomb barrier will allow us to extend our study since
plasma interactions are more likely to affect sub-barrier fusion. Further ques-
tions, such as the experimentally observed hindrance of fusion at sub-barrier
energies [32] and dissipative multi-nucleon transfer reactions at sub-barrier
energies [33], may also be addressed.
Acknowledgement. This work has received funding from the Leverhulme
Trust (UK) under Grant No. RPG-2019-325.
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